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Referred to two Propoſitions. 
F, That infants are not-te bee Baptized. 
2; That Amtichriſtians converted are to.bee admittcd into thetrue Church 
_ by baptiſm 
j*: | - Never 13. 16, And he made all both ſmall & great;rich 8 poore, ſree = 
9 bond ., to receave a mark in their right hand or in their fore 


; PRs 14:59:10. If any man receave the mark in his forchead,or inhis w__ A I 
3 : X __ .»., fameshalldrink of the wane of the-wrath of God, .. 
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"TO EVERY ONE THAT TOVETH THE 7 = IE 
Truta in fincgrity Salutations. AS 22e 


'Fe may be thought molt ſtraung,thar a man should oft tymes chandg hisReligis; 
*& it cannot be accounted a commendable quality in any man to make many alcera- 
: tions & chandges in ſuch weighty marters,as are the caſes of conſcience: bur if con- 
Aſtancy be commcdabte in any ching,ic 1s moſt comendable inthe beſt things which 

is Religion;S 1; tnconttancy be worthy reproor in inatters of inferior eit;mation, it 
15 much more blameable tu matters of Salvatis;In1cſpett wherot the wiſett & molt 
Religions men have been alwayes molt conſtant in ther profeſſion & taith; & incon- 
-fant perſons cannot elcape the deterved impuratts of toliy or weakues of judgment 
-thercin, . | : : 
This muſt needs be true,(8 weconfelle it)if one condition be admitted, that the 
Religon which.2 man chandgerh be the truth; For otherwite to:chandgea falle Reli- 
Lion 15 commendadble,& ro retainea talle Religion is damnable. Eor'2 man of a Turk 
to become. a lew,ofa lew to become a Papalt, of a Papilt to become a Protettant are 
al commendabie chandges.though they al of them befal one & the fame perſon in 
one yeere,nay,if it were in one month:Sothat not to chandg Religion 3s evil ſim- 
ply:& theifor that weshould tal fromthe profeſliorof Puritaniſme to Brownilme, . 
& trom Browniſine to true Chriitian bapriſme, is not ſimply evil or reprovable in ir 
felf,cxcept 1t be-proved that we havayallen from true Religion: If wee therfor being 
formetly deceaved 1n the way of Pedobapriftry , now doe embrace the truth in rhe 
true Chriſtian Apoſtol1que baptiſme: Then let no ma impure this as a fault vnto ys: 
'This thertor 15.the queſtion: whither the bapriline of intanrs beElazyful, yea ornay;8& 
-whither perfons baptized being infants mutt not renounce thar falſe baptiſine , & 


« afſume the true baptilme of Chr:which is to be adminittred vppon perſons confel= 


fog their faith 8 their 6nnes;This being the captroverſy now berwixt vs,8 theSe- 
-peration commonly called Brownilts:For the Elory of God, the manifeſting of the 
'trurhi to our own-nation,& the deſtruction of the min of finne , wee have thought 
.g00d ty publish ghis preſent treatiſe, wherin the whole cauſe is handled: Ler the m- 
: © aefent reader jud- of the whole& give ſentence wichour partiality;& I doubt not 
\but he shalbe conſt:ayned to give glory to God in acknowledging theerror of bap- 
tifing infants,to have been a cheet point of Antichriftianiſme,& che very eſſence & 


\_conltizution ofthe falſeChurch, 1s 15 clecrly diſcovered in this treatiſe: Now happily 


Tome man wil wisk, that the controverſy had been with theRabbyes of the Seperatt- 
on,& not with Mr,C'itton whom thy caliniate to be a weake man,vnable to deale 
in fo great. a conzroverfy:wel,lerthe Reader takenetice,that although ir be'Mr. Clif 
tons pen, yet it is. nororly Mr. Clittons.cariſe 8 defence,but his allegations & re& 
ſoiis are the belt p'e1 of the greateſt Rabbyes themſelves: 8 if they think that they 
;can lay betterthey may now ſpeake, for by publishing an*wer to their reaſons: we 
do challende al the Seperacion in ſpecial to the combar. Be it knowne therforto alk 
the Seperation that we account them inrefpect of their conſtitution to bee agvery 
anhailot ageither her Mother England,or her grandmother Rome is, onr of whoſe 
Acynes Shecame ;. .& alchough encc in our igaorance We have acknowledged her 
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09  - The Epiſtle ro theReader;. ET | 
wye-Chu, yetnow being better informed we revoke that our erroneous judgment - 


& proteſt againſt her, aswel for her falſe conltitucion, as for her falſe miniſtery, wor=- « 


Ship, & government: The true conſtitution of the. Chuzis of a new. creature baprized . 
- Iintothe Father,cthe Sonne,& the holyGhoit; The falſe conſtitution 1s of infants bap- 
- , tized:we profelle thertor that althoje Churches that baptiſe infants are of the ſame: 


/ falſe conſticution;& al tholeChu.tharbaptize the newacreature,thoſe that are made- 


' Diſciples by teaching, men conteiling their faith & rheir ſiones, are of one true Con- 
- jtution:& thertor the Chu. ot the Seperation being of the ſame conſtitution with 
England & Rome, is a maſt vnnatural daughter to her mother England;8 her grand- - 


mother Rome, who being of the ſelt ſame genealogie 8 generation,(thar of the pro --. - 


phet being true her,as is theMather fo 15 the daughter)she daie no:withſtanding-. 
moſt.impudently wipe her own mouth,& cal her mother & grandmother adulteref” 
ſes. Heerin therter we do acknowledg ourerror, that we retayning the baptiſme of 
England which gave vs our conititucion,did cal our mother England 2ncharlot , & 
vppon a falle ground made our Seperationfrom her 2 For althoughic be neceflary 
that we Seperate irom England , yet no man can Seperate from England as from a. 
falſe Chu.except he allo dy Sepcrate trom che baptiſm? of Engiand, which giveth - 
England her conſticutzon:& whoſoever doth retaine the baptiſme of England doth. 
withal retaine the conſtirution of Eng'and,8& cannot with9ur finne cal England an-. 
" harlotas we havedone:& this we defire may be wel minded of al that Seperate f:6- 
England: Forit they retaine thz baptiſme of England, viz'the baptiſme ot infants as. 
true baptiſine,they cannot Seperate from England as from a falſe Chu, though they 
may Seperate ſor corruptions.& whoſvever doth Seperate from England as from 2 
falſe Church,mutt aceds Seperate from the bapuſm2-of England, as from: falſe bap- 
tiſme;- For the baptiſme. of. England cannot be true & to be retayned, 8 the Chu.of. 
Sngland falſe & to de rejefted:neither canthe Chu. of England pollibly be falſe ex -- 
copt.the - nrognp be falſe, vnleſſe a true conttitution cat be.in a falſe Chu, which 
5-25 impolſtble as for light to have felowship with darknes:It is impoſſible that con. 
traryes or contradictions should be both true: & ſo it is impoſſible that a falſeChur... 
Should have a true conſtieution or a true baptiſme:To ſay thus; 
England hath a falſe conſtitution, ” p 
Exgland hath 2 true baptiſmejis asmuch as-to ſay thus, 
England hath a falſe conſtitution, 
England hath a true conſtitution, which 45 to contradift? © , 
But the Seperation they ſay England hath a falſe conſtitution,& 1s a fale.Chu. &-- » 
to be Seperated from: & yet they ſay alſp ; England hath a cue bapriſme(thar is a 
true conltitution)which 1s nat to be Seperate4 from:For a true conltitution8 true 
1/mejare-one & the ſame; So is a falſe conſtitutions: a fille baptiſme:So that the 
eeches & ations of the Seperation are cotradiftory in this particular. Finaly,they 
 thatdefend thebaptiſme of infants cannor with any truth or-g00d conſcience Se- 
ratefrom:England asfroma falſe Chu;thoughthey-may feperate for coruptions: 
they that do Seperate. from.England as froma falſe Chu.muſt of ſnecefſity Sepe- 
_ rate from the baptifme of England,8 account the baptiſme of England falſe,&ſo ac- 
Gol the baptiſme of infants falſe baptilme; Therfor the Seperation muſt either om 
- : X WE "3 .-> MG 
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| The Epiltſe to the Reader-: 
back to Erigland, or go forward to true baptifme:8 althatshal in tyme to come Se- 
perate from England mult Seperaro from the baptiſme of England, & if they wilnoc- 
Seperate from.the baptiſine of Eng/and their is ao reaſon why-they shwuld ſeperare 
from England as from a falſe Church;. & this is more at large proved in HE LOnE 
quelſtion.of this diſcourſe, whither the Reader.is ro be referred. Now conceraiag this 
paint. of baptifing infants we do profetle before the L,8&. before al men in ſincerity * 
eruth-that ir ſemeth vuto vs the moſt-vnceaſonable hereſy of al Antichriltianiſme;for 
canſilering what baptiſme is,an infat is nd more capable of baptiſme then is any vn> 


| reaſonable or inſenfidle creature; For bapriſne is not washing wich water 2 but & is- 


the baptiſme of the Spirit,th? contetion of the mouth, & the washing with. water: 
how ex any m3 without great folly wash With water whichs the lealt & laſt 
ef bapriſme, one chat is not baptized with the Spirit , . & cannot. conteſle with rhe 
mouth:or how is ic baptiſme 1t one be ſo wazhed;Now that aninfant cannot be bap 
ezzed with the Spirit is pine, 1, Pet. 3221. wher the Apoltle faiththat the baptiſme 
of the Spirit is che quzition.of a good conſcience into God,& Heb, 1 0.22. wher the 
baptifme which is 1nward4s caled the ſprinkling of the hare from anevil conſciece; - 
ſeing therfor intants neither have an evil conſcience,nor the queſtion of-a good con- 
ſcience;nor the purging of the hart, for al theſe are proper to actual finners:;hence it 
followerh : hat 1afancs baptiſm? is folly & nothing, Againe:Iohns bapriſine was the- 
baptiſme of repentance; iniants have not repentance; & therfor cannot have the bap 
tiſine of repentance. That infants cannot have repentance is evident, ſeing repent.ice” 
is knowledg offinne by the Law,forrow-for finne by the goſpel, mortification-of fin-: 
&-new obedience,ul which are asmuch in the baſen-of water ,as in theinfane baptt- 
zed. Now'l confei: the Pedobapriſts have many showes of reaſon for the mainte- 
nance of their hereſy, 8&- one man <hapeth- them into one forme, another man into an: 
other, as every m2ns wit & learning teacheth him, but indeed they areal buile ypon- 
the ſelf ſame ſandy fondacions, the wreelting of ſome places ofScripture:al which (in 
2 manner)are difcovered ia lome meaſure 1 this treatiſe: whereby the reader-may 
perceavethe maniſeſt perverting of the ſcrip:ures from their true ſenſe: Now bicauſe - 
men cal for antiquity, & except they ſee antiquity.they wil not-beleve, though the 
Scriptures bethe myſt auncient , I have thought good therefore to propoundewo - 
pregnant teftimonyes of Antiquity ("beſides chat which is alledged in thepag. z0.& 
3.1 ,of this treatiſe)againſt bapriſme of in'ants;that men may know that thistruth al* 
ſo hath her footſteps among the Fathers. 
\ Tertullianus lib.de baptiſmo adverſus Quintillam:hath theſe wordes?. 
Thenwhich nothing is more playne, 
Traque pro cujuſque perfonz conditione,diſpoſitione,etiam ztate cunttatio baptit- 

mi vtilior eſt:precipue tam2n circa parvulos: Quid enimneceſſe eſt, fi non tam necel- 
fe, ſponſores etiam periculo ingeri2qui 8 ipſi per mortalitatem-deftituere promiſſio- 
'ne5 ſuas poſſunt, & proventa male mdolis falli. Ait quidem-dominus. Nolite illos pro » 
hibere ad me veairetyeniant-erge dum adoleſcunt;ventant,dum diſcunt , dumquo 
veniant docentur!Fiant Chriltiani cumChriſtumnofle potuerint. Quid feſtinat inno-- 
censztas ad remiſſione peceatoru. Cautius agitur in ſecularibas vt cui ſubſtantia tex- 
rena noncredicur,divina credatur.Norint petere ſalutem,vr perenti dediſſe  yidearis. - 
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-Fhe Epiltleto the Reader. 
. FThatis co lay in Englich. | | 
-Fhetfor to defere8 not to halteu baptaſme is more profitable for the condition} * 
 diſpofirion,& age of every peclon: but clpecialy as.concerning yong children : . For 
What neceftiry 1s ther to bringluercyes anto.daunger for the baprtiting of infants, if 
ther bevo ſuch neceſſity of hattmng the baptiſtug of infants :Serng rhe ſuerties oft- 
Tymecs are Cicabled ro performe their promute borh by reaſon ot mortality,8& of the 
 evildiſpoſitron of ſome children whe they come to. yeres, for. whome they-promiled 
in baptiſme. Indeed the L,faich,torbid them not to come vato me;Therfor let them 
come to Chr,but It them come when they. are.growne,when they learne, & when 
they are- taught rowhat chey come. Ler them by baptiſine be mzCe Chriſtians when © 
-they can knoxy Chr. by in{tructiofwhy,doth the innocentage hatten to the remiſ- 
fon of fines: we dcale more faiely 1a world;y matters : Shal we commir heavenly 
things to yong chiidren vnto. whame we-darenor commit our earthly {ubſtanceflet 
-ch& ficſt know how to askſalvation tifar ſo we may ſeem to giveto him that askethy 
\Euſeb,Eccteii. diff. Lib. ro. Chap, ry. 

Athanaſius his bapriting ot childrer-in ſport thit answered according to the cu- 
Nome of the Catechumen!, is 2proved by &lzx.Bb.of Alexa. & his Clerks: whence 
At is to be noted that theſe children baptized.by Athanafius were vnbaptized, & yet 
: knew-the manner of baptiime,as being clukdren bo:ne in the Chu. +Sc thar by this 
:place & alother places of the-Eclefi. Hitt, wher like mention is made of the child1e of 
- Chriſtians firtt Catechized & then baptized, jt way eaſily. be diſcerned that baptitme 

of infants was not yet vniverſaly receaved, bur by ht's & litle prevailedas otherAn 
tich-hereſies have done: 1n reſpect-wherof Origen, A vguſt. Cipiian;& althe: Papills 
: with one conſent acknowteds 1t a tradition of the Church. ng 

And thus much tor the Teſltimouyes ot Antiquity which hereafter shalbe-produ 
.ced more plentifully vpen further occaſion offered ; it cheSeperation orany. other 
dare adventure thetryal of the matter out of Antiquity : but ther is one, 8. indeed 
"but one argument which the ſeperation priveipaly:itand vpon, &thar is the covenir 
- which ſay they if it be aswered they mutt neds yee!d vnto the truth;now althougl: 
this Argurnent be answered in titis writing even-to the ſatisfaction of every ind:fle- 
.rentlymynded man thac ioverh & ſeketnthe knowledyg of the trurh more then the 
defence &-juſtification oferror: yet ſcing many things are variably alledged concer- 
-ning<he covenants made wit! Abrah.$.ns feeds, & concerning Abrah.Fatherhood 
& concerning circumcifton which is calied a feale ofthe righteouſnes of Fith:I ha- 
ve thought Godto referre theſe particulars to 1 morefuldiſconrſe intertained vpon © 
.cccalion with ancther ofthe Mrs. ot the leperation, not dourting hut very short 
"I threoughG-dsgoodnefic that treatiſe aito shame published,wherin the reader 5hal 
Findlarger inftrattion & f(atisfaftion & nceroing the forſaid particulars of the «cove- 
-anaats orTe.& othermatters therto aperteyning. In the meane tymeT defire the rea 
- zdertomakevfe of this writing;8to reade without prejudice or pa: tidlity,& Tdoube 
not but thatethroughGods mert'y much Iic he of ex h «hal «hire in his Þart ever by 
cthis-preſent diſcourſe: & For-the ſeperation.who are thefſliftett & moſt ebſtinate ad- 
gerſaries of fhis-ruth ofthe I. Tcould with as the Tyrant wisked cancerniys the 
1pcop;e oi-Rome, chat al theirheads were joyned.ioto one, & al ther ſtrength or ia 
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The Epiltſe co the Reader: 


. priſe(itito one writing;that with the sword of the Spurs might bee fmiten of ar” 
| Y, 


once;that ſo we might havyean end ofthis controyerſy,&rhat we night not be trou- 
bled: & charged with che Writing Se-printing of many books: Howlogver it be,wee 
profelie.our readinefie.to:imploy ourthne & coltior the manijeltation of the truth, 
&aedeſire theSep,that they wil not in craftines withdraw trom the combat,as h1- 


* thetco they havedone in themarer of the tranſſation, wors.& the Presbitery: « but 


werequire.theminche ſeare of the L. that ſeingthey have ſuffered ſo much for ſo 
much truthas they profetle,they-would nar now ſubtily(being guilty im their con- - 
ſciences -of theu dishability to detend their errors)draw back, pretend excuſes as 
they dotbut iwerrequire them,nay we chardg them,yea we challendg them to the de 
fence of their errors:Loe:we-protelt againſt the,to be a falſe Chu.faifely conſtitured 
in the bap.of infants, 8 their owne vabaptized eſtate 2 we proteſtagainſt chem to: 
haye a:{alſe- wors , of reading books; we protelt againit them ro have a falſe govern. 
enerds! irc bs px otelt againit chem to have a falſe Miniſt. of Dot. - 
er Teachers 2 Finally . , wee protelt- againlt them tharſeing their __—_ I 
falſe,ther{orther is no ove ordinance of the L.true among them: Fheſe things wee” 
haveipublished,80j thele things we require answer.For we proclaime againſt them 
as theyproclaime againſt their owne mother England.. 2. That the Seperation the 
yongelt & the fayrelt-daughter of Rome,is anhailotz For as is the mother ſo is the ' 
daughter:Now furthermore wedefire rhe Sepera.& al men that they wouldnort im 
pute vat vs vntruths, & condemne the innocent without cauſe; For we d\{clayme : 
the ertors commonly, but molt launderoufly.imputed vnto vs 2: we are indeed.tra- 


. duced by the world as Arheiſts by denying thevId Teftament &:the Lords diy: as 


Trayters to Magiſtrates in-denying Magiltracy; & as Heretiques in denying the hu- 
manity of Chriſt:Be it knowne therefore to al men, firft that we deny not the'Scrip- 
tures of the Old Tettament, bnt with the Apo;acknowledg them to bee inſpired of 
God?8 that wee have a ſure worde of theProphets wherevnto wee ought to atend-* 
as vntoa light Shining in-a dark place *: ' & that whatſoever it written aforetyme is 5 
written for our inſtruction, thatwee-through patience & comfort 'of the Scriptu- 


- res mighthave hope: - & that wee oughr as'Chriſtcounſelleth roſearch the Serip-- 


tures of the Old Teſtament;as the men of Berza did, bicanſe that in them wee may ' 
find everlaſting life,&.chat they do teſtifie of Chriſt; This wee beleeve according to * 


theſe Scriptures Iohn, 5.3 9- Act.17.11, Roman.15;4; 2.Timoth. 3:16 z.Pet. 


x,19. yet neverthelcfſe wee affirme all the ordinances of the Old Teſtament,” viz! 
The Chusch , Miniftery , -VVorship , & Governmenr of the Old Teſtament, .. 
to bee abolishedal which-were Types 85s hadowes of Godsthings to come,burrthe 
body isin-Chriſe. Col, 2. 14- 17. 205 þ . - 
Secondly we acknowtedg that according to the preſfidenrof Ch.Diſciples & the - 


| primitive Churches, the:Saints ought ypon the firſt day of the weeke whichis caled ' 


the Lords Jay, Revel.t.10.toaff:mble together ro pray, prophecy, praiſe God. &” 
bicak bread” ,. and periorme , other parts of Spiritual Communion for the * 
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\ drship of God, ther dwne murual edificciion;&.the preſeryationof true Religiek 
_& piety ja theChurch:8& that. we mighe be'berter-enabled to the forſaid duryes we 
- ought to Seperate ourſelves from the labours of our callings w hick:might. hindeg 


-v$therto,& that accoxding to theſe Scriptures, Toh.20.19.Act.241, 41.42.00 20.7: Is 


4Cor. 16.1. ; ifs ” Id; here eR 
Thicdly,concerning Magiftrates,we acknowledg them tobe the ordinanceof the 
'L.that every ſoule ought to be ſubject vneo the;that they are the miniſters: :0f:God 


- 


' for aur wealth;that we ought to beſubject-vnro.them tor conſcience fake: hat they - 
are the miniſters ofGod to take vengeance onthemthat do ey1l; »that-we eughtts __ 


cpfay for the char are in authority;rhar we ought not to ſpeake evil of the thatare in 
-dignity:nor to deſpiſe government:but to pay.tribure,ol, cuſtome, &c. &:that acor- 
«ding to theſeSc;iprures,Rom. 1 3.17.1. Tim.2,2.1.Pet,2. 1.34 5.2.Fet.z.to.kud.yf 
8-bur of Magittrates converted to the Faith & admirted into-the Chu,by baptiſm, 
ther may napy queſtions be made, which to answ | y 
| it we would;when fuch things fal out,the.Lye doubt not:will dire 
-v$ ioto the trurh concerning that.marter, inthemeanetyme we are aſſured-acordi 
-tothe Scrip.chat rhe Kings of the Earth shal at thelengrh hring their glory& honor 
-rd the viſible Church, Revel:2 1,24. : | 
Finally,concerning the Flesh of Chr,we do beleve thatChr,is the ſeed of Abrah. 
Ifaac,& Iacob,8of.David, according to the Prophecyes of che Scriptures, & that he 
43s the Sonne of Mary his Mother,made of her ſubftance,the holy Ghoſt overshado- 
$mgher:So have other.children ther bodyly ſubftance from their.parents;alſo that 


Chr-1s one perſon in two diſtinct natures;theGodhead8&-manhood,& we dereſtthe =} 


.Cotrary-errorstour grounds of Scripture are theſe: Gen, 22. 1 8.8: 26.4.8 28.14.Plal 
I 32,7 1;compared with A,z. ;o.Rom.1.3.4,Heb.1,8,—10.&2-11,14.16' 
Rreefly to conclude ler the Seperation be advertized:That-wheras they do ſo.con 
Mdently through their ſelf love & elf conceiptfil thermouths with hetefy& here-" 
:tiques.2s if therby they would feare babes: That herein they-tread in the {leps of all 
:the Antichriſtians their predeceflors:;do-not the Papiſts cal the Proteſtants hereti- 
«ques, & cal forfire & fagor? donot the Proteſtants proclaime rhe Seperation Schiſ. 
- -mariques & Heretiques, &judg them worthyrthe gibber?not the affirmation of nit 
without proof, but the evidence of wilful obſtinacy-in error maketh men heretiques: 
And tet them take heed that they notwithſtanding their Sytenes ſongs prove net 


«cages full of moſt ougly '& deformed Antichniſtian Heretiques: Thus deficing the = 
Seperationnotto'be wiſe intheir owne eyes through pride, but to. become fooles 


:that they may be made wiſe through-humility,8 deſiting the forwardeſt preachers 
& profeffors of theBnglish nation wel:to weigh what -is the true conftitution of 
the Church,& what is the ſubject of true Chriſtian baptiſme,8& accordingly to mea 
Mae 2tcue & a falſe Church,l.ceaſe&withing.the light & loveof the truth to every 
en=thatReadeth, | | 
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Paſſages betwixt Mr. Rich.Clifton & Iohn Smyth. pag. 
= a 


' CERTAYNE REASONS PROPOVNDED TO Mr, 
-.. _ - Rich, Clifton 2 concerning the two propoſitions following. 


7. That infants are not to bee baptized- 


Fe Bicauſe ther is neyther precept nor example in the newTeſtament of any infanes 
thar were baptized, by Iohn or Chriſts Diſciples : Only they that did con- 
feſle their finnes , & confefſe their Fayth were baptized. Marc. 1, 4. 5. Att. 
8. 37, 


2. Bicauſe Chriſt commaundeth to make Diſciples by teaching them 2 & then rs 
baptize them:Mat. 28, 19.10h,4.1.but infants cannot by doctryne becomeChrifts 
. Diſciples;8 ſo cannot by the rule of Chritt be baptized. 


3. Bicaule if infants be baprtized;rhe carnal ſeed is baprized : & fo the ſeale of the 
covenant is adminiſtred ro them vato whom the coveuat aperteyneth not. Romy 
9.8.which is a profanation. 


ws That Antichriſtians conyerted are to be admitted into 
the true Church by Bapriſme. | 


{, Bicauſe Chutrches are ſo to be conſtirured nowafter the defeion of Antichriſt, 
© asthey were firſt erefted by the Apoſtles ; Bur inthe conſtitution of Chur- 
ches the Apoftles receaved in the members by baptiſme ; go 3 So muſt wee 

* doenow. 


2. Bicaufe true baptiſme is but one: but the baptiſme of Antichriſt is not true bap- 
ciſme,& ſo not that one baptifme of Chriſt;bur all membets of Chriſt mutt have 
erue baptiſme. 


3, 'Bicauſeas the falſe Church is rejected & the true erected:the falſe miniftery for- 
+ ſaken,& the true recea ved; So falſe worship,(& by conſequent þaptisme) mutt 
be renounced,$ the true baptisme aſſumed. - 


ohn Smyth, 
| p yth, 


AN 


TY Paſlages betwixt Mr. : 
ET | | vgs Clitcon; x 
AN ANSWERE TO TWO ANABAPTE 
OPHIONS. 7 VIZ, 
1. That Infants are notto be baptiſed. 4 
2, That Anuchrittians converted are to be admitted into-the true 


Chucchby baptiſme.. 


prox * 


Ethough with great ſorrow I am forced to vndertake this buſines againſt 

A him that was deere vnto met. yet being cherevnto provoked by che ſending] 
tome thele two poſitions with certayne reafons-annexed ynder the Authors 
owne hand. : Lthought it my part (although the vnableſt ot many) co contend tor 


the muntenance of the faith-which was once given ro the Saints. ludi3, And by the: _ 


help of God co put a brieffeantivere to chele opinions, which by the Churches in al: 
ages have bene & aie condemned tor hetetical; the practiſe whereof I could wit he: 
mught never have beiallzn to any cf myne owne country ,. eſpecially to them that 
were partakers with.me ot the atfiicizons of Chritt for the warnetſing of h;s.rruth.. 
Aund.chuefty'vito him,to whole charge: both I. & divers others had once purpoſed: 
to have committed uur ſoules had ne not befydes theſe broached.lome jo; mer opi- 
nions,þottzerromous-& offenſive, whereby the truth(tor which. we ſutfer ) 15Jike to: 
\bethe more blaſphemed.of the wicked.& many hindered in our owne country,thiat. 
Shail heare thereof, of whom wee had-great hope that they. would have walked in-' 
the fame faythwithvs,Not withſtanding tor as much as 1am informed,that the au»- 
thot hath-promiſed vpon theſighr ot his crrors to-conſefle the ſame, 1 do the more- 
willingly, take vpon.me this labour, praying the Lord toFive agood iſlne, ro his glo- 
ty,for his mercyes ſake Amen. Now I wil come to an{were the pofitions.with.the- 
reaſons thezeot,& tuft. concerning the former, which. is this,. 


| . Iohn. Smyth. + 
- A REPLY MADE IN DEFENCE OF. TWOQ- 
truths , vizs | 11:3 
I. Fhat infants are not to be baptiſed, 
2- That Ancichcittians coverted. are to be admitted into the true church: 
- by baptifine. | IT 1 


Theſe-two truthes are by you, Sir;in your anſiyer intituled Anabaptiſtical, whick: 
reptoach.I do no mare aceount of the you doe of the impuratio of Browniſmeznor. 
thenPaul did of Hereſy:but 1ather as Paul profeſied himſelf joyſul:n ſuſteyniog that: 
blaſphemy for the truth, &.you rejoyce in that you for the tiuthes you proſeſle,are 
calumniated with: fuch.vndelerved impurations:evenſo doel blefle Gud that I am: 
accounted worthy to ſuffer rebuke forChriſt his truth: but know you,Si:,for your 
humilation chat your reproach 5hal light yppon.yourg@wuae head, & that Chil & 
his cruth are by you evil ſpoken of... \ EE v5: 

In your preface you avouch'that.you are provoked to write: ,. 1 mervayle you 
Should ſo ſpeak: ſeing your conſcience tellethgyou , that you did make the fir! ork 
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go Ton | Rich. Clifton & Tohn Smyth. _ Pa2-3o 
queſt. or movon to Mrs.By warer:& Icould doe no-lefle then T did, forIfl ha#retu- 
fed the motion, it would haye bene thought that I diltruſted the cauſe; & whereas 
you alledg,Tud, z.for jultifying your courte in anſwering , I ſay you pervert the 
Scriptures tor although you are tocontend for the mayntenance of the'taith which 
was once given to the Saynts,yet you are neyther to plead for Baal, but to lett him 
plead for himſelf, neyther are you te contend tor defence ofAntichriltian errors, bur 
rather as you have 1n a very good degree 1aſed the Temple of Antichriſt , evenio 
you Should noiy proceed to vadermine the very foundation, & to-blow it wholly 


yp at once: which is done by entertayning the baptiſmeo!Chrift tobe admuniftred 


yppon perſons confeffiag their ſinnes,& conteſling their faith : neyther will it help - 


— Fouco ay that thele two truths have bene condemned for hereſy by the churches 


1n al ages,forit the Apoſtles age aford contrary to the ſucceeding ages , Iſay that 
Waich 15 molt auncient is the truth; & you know that many of your truths wher- 
to'you are come, have bene condemned for heriticall in as many ages as theſe truths 
which 1 detend, FL | | | 
Againe, whereas you affirme that by the broaching of theſe opmions 8 ſome 
mer erroncous & offenfive,the truth is like moreto be blaſphemed, 8 therfore you 
could wish that wee your comtryment& frends had never fallen into them 2 J1an- 
fwer;that alchough I shal not rejoyce that any truth beevilfpoken of, yer if it shall 


| fal out by occafion of rao, thetruth that wicked men blaſpheme , lee them 


knovw that Chriſt is arock'vl offence, & a ſtone to ſtumble-at: & if any be hindered 
irdm the cruth by pablithing the truth, it wilbe their corruption & fin,& the truth 
or the pubiishing of the truth is not in fault: but if you feare hereby that your An» 
tichriftian Church wil fal to the ground, T fay, it is that whichis appointed to per- 
dition,8 to perdition let it goe: I wil never vie meanesto ſupport it, Finally al- 
though T have profeſſed my readines publiquely 8: {pres , to forſake my errors 
vppon their diſcovery,(8 as I have al: eady practiſed for the which l am reproache 
among your brethren)yet | never profeſſed my readines to bee perverted fromthe 
truth,which you cal hereſy: & cherforeiſyou did vndertake to write vppon this 
ground, you might wel have ſpared your paynes, 8 ſaved your felf from fo gree- ' 
vons afinne as you arc fallen mto by pleading for Antichriſtian corruptions, & by 
Praying theLord to overthrow his own truth, by bleſſing your labours-in opugning. 
4t; & this breefly shal ſuffice for your preface general. | 


| *" Mr. Rich. Clifton. = 
7. That infants are not to bee Baptiſed. 
Anſivere. | 


; 2nit9 

Tonching this ſt pſition, that Infants arc not to be bapriſed,1 read that Auxen-' 
£1us on: of the Atrians ſet with his adherents was oneof the firſt thar denyed 
the baptifme of Inſants, & next aſter him Pelagins the heretike, againſt whom Au-' 
guſtine & others of rhe auncientFarhers have oppoſed & condemned for hereſy, 8 


that according to the Scriptures, which by Gods grace we $hial rogerher with thee 
Aſa farther Wlanifeft prove by ſound 7 aſa AAP the word the flexor 
| > '* bapt 
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foictle "Gen. 17.20,God made his coyenant;to Abraham 8 to kis ſced: from 
1.74 ++: - : Whence Ireaſon thus. f 
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 .,* 2» - That: covenant. which God made with Abraham-he commaunded robes 
ſealed to him& to al his ſeede, yeaeven to infants. SE os 
doe receiveis the yery ſame that was 


{ , But the covenant that we vader the goſpel 
made to Abiaham,&c, ; 
Therefor that is commaunded-to be fealed to vs & to our ſeede, yea evento our 
infants, for ſo-was that to Abrahams. | ' 
©. - The Major can not be denyed,ſee Gen.17.10-11.12, 
The Mmor 15 likewiſe as true,for the Apoſtle ſpeaking of this covenant,A.z.39 


many a5 the-Lord our God shal cal. In which words it plainly appeareth thar this 
is the very ame covenant & promiſle that was made to Abraham, which they thas 
werea far of,that is the Geutiles beleeving,doe receive & were baptiſed into.. And 


Chriſt is ſaid torredemne vs fromthe curſe of the Law , thar the bleſſing of Abras 
Ham might come on the Gentiles throughTef.Chi.that wee might receive the pro- 
miſe of the Spirir,ſee verſ,8.9.Now thenifwee bee partakers of the fame covenic 
4for otherwiſe Abrahams covenant should nct be aneverlaſting covenant,Gen, 17, 
2.ſcing his polterity-after the fleshis cur of for a.tyme, Rom, 21,15. 17,20.) itmulh 


| bringing in of bapriſme vnder the goſpel, doth-aor abrogare or difanullethe corn 
; Cp of ſealing the aod ny the %: 13 ohia with their mayo 
(Which was once c ommaunded to Abraham bin any Sheweth.achanging of the 

outward ſigne, And thereforeas the covenant belongs to the Gentiles beleeving 
doth the ſeal thereof to them &to their ſeede, as that did to Abraham. & co his 
{cede: The ourward ceremonie onely changed, .:.;...... 


-:- - "Woh Sept gle 
Now.in thenext place jou make a ſpeci prefge tothe firſt point, affirming thar 


= baptiſme of infants was denyed by Auxentius the Arrian,8c by Pelagius whomAu- 
4 giltine & orhers refuted.& condemned for hereſy,8 thar by Scripture 1 ſay thar 


eteas you bring in the Fathers in 6 


vesaccoupethe all Ancichriſtians: & ther- 
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gab prom 1s made to-you & to your children, & to al that area farre of, as © 


therefor is Abraham called the Father of many nations, Gen. 17:4.alſo Gal. 3-1 3.4. / 


follow that thefame:muſt be ſealed to'vs,& to our inſants ,, (cles it not thelame} 
& that by the commanndement of G2d, For the abolishing of circumciſion , & the, 


- vocheceriqn condemned another contrary to the Scriptures forthetruths ſake:& 
2s wh s particular point in your 6.pag, 1 anſwerel | 


_ canprovethar Auguſtine, Cyrill, Ciprian, Origen, N2zianzen, Ambroſe, & many 6- 
thets | (Che be ap beretique that holdeth an hereſy) 


yin auacent antichriſiian, Churches 1s s 
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he | Rich:Clifton & Tohn Sayyth, , pi 
More to be reſpeted then the auncient praiſe of the Preldey 8 read-piiyer i 
fame: but thele are but Florishes : let vs heare your arguments fromthe” Seri 
proving. | | | {ks 


x. That infants are to be baptiſed, 


Your fiſt argument is taken from Gen. 17. 10.8'is framed thus? | 

That covenant WhichGod nrade withAbrahany, he commaunded to be ſealed ts 
him, & to al his ſeed, yea evento infants, N ? Pre 

Bur the covenant that we vnder the goſpel do receaye 15 the very ſame that wat 
made to Abraham,&c. | | | 

Therfor it is commaunded to be ſealed to ys, & to our ſeed, yea eve toour infits 
forſo was it to Abrahams. = 1537, ANON 

To this argument Lmake answer thus: firft diſtingnishing the two covenants or 
teſtaments(for a covenant & teſtament is al one in the originals though the English 
words are two): one covenant was made withAbraham& his carnal feed & of that 
covenant was circumciſion a ſeale:anotker covenant made with Abrahi 8& his Spi- 
ritual feed, 8& of that covenant'the holy Spirir of promiſe is rhe ſeale;for the carnal 
Eovenant had a cainal ſeale ypport the carnal ſeed:ghe Spiritual covenant had aSpiris | 
tual ſcale vppon the Spiritual ſeed:For things muit be made proportionable, 8&cit- 
cumcifion which was a carnal feale, could not ſeale vp the Spirxtual covenant to'the 


 Fpiricual ſeed, forto ſay fo,is to leap over the hedg, & to. make adisproportion 'bes 


C£wixt the type & the truth, DET TICCEs : 
+” Theſe things being thus diftingnished let the beeremembred' 8 applyed orderly 
$7 rhe argument wil appeare'of no value:for the major ts thus'to be yndesſtoodif it 
b8erne: that the carnal covenant which God made with Abraha & his carndlfced, 
Was to be ſealed vp tv his infants with a carnal feale, viz: circumcifton: if it benot ſ& 
wnderſtood it is falſe? Now the minor, if it be afſumed our of the major , (asit 
muſt be,els iris a Sophiſme)is very falſe & flatly contradictory to the Scripture*for 
Tve vnder the goſpel do not receave that cartial coyenant which-was made to Abra 
ham & his cainal ſeed,whereof circumcifion was the carnal ſeale!bur that carnal ce- 
venant &-feale togerher with the ſubject of that ſeale,viz 2 amale of 8.dayes old is 
taken away by Chriſts crofſe;&.in the rome thereof we have the Spiritual covenant 
typed by that carnal covenant, & the Spiritual ſeze viz 2 the holy ms promiſe-. - 
fignified by that carnal ſeale,& the Spiritual infant,viz:a new-borne in-Chriſh, - 
tnwhom Chriſt cyped by the male'ts newly tormed,fignified by thar carnal infants 
That al theſe particulars are ſo:T proveynto you plainly by thele places of Scrips © 
ture. | ; | - 
- 7. Thereate tyro Teſtaments made with Abraham, Gal. 4.24. For Agar thatis - 
the old Teſtament, 8 Sara that is the new Teſtament, were both-maryed to Abrah&, 
& Abraham had them both, + | The hee «901 20 
2. Therearetwo ſeedes: Iſmaell (of Abraham-& Hagar)who typed the camall. 


. 


' feed borne after the Flesh:8& Laac(ofAbrahain 8 SaraJwho typed theSpiritual ſeed —@o > 
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< Paſſages betwixt Mr. oe? = 
There are two ſcales: Cireumcifiona ſeale of the carnal covenant yppon thecars | 
mal children: Gen. 7.14.8 the Holy Spirit ofpromile a cale of the Spirituall coves }/ 
nant yppon the Spiritual {eed,z. Cor. 1.22.Eph. 1.13. & as circumcifion was a feale 
from God to the carngl ſeed of the promiſe & ſrom the carnall ſeed to God in obe- 
- dience;So the Spirit of promiſe isa ſeale from God'to the Spiritual feed of the pro* 
miſe,8& fromthe Spiritual ſeed rothe Lord in obedience, Eph, 1.13. loh. 3.33. theſe 
things are cyident: but now you, lam perſwaded of mere 1gnorance, miſtaking the 
covenant , doe make circumciſion 2 ſcale of the everlaſttang Spiruual covenant, 
which is anerror,& therevppon you build all your talſe building of pedobapriſtry 
* which is as a howſe built vppon the ſand by the toolish builders. 
| Now for your places of Scripturelexpound them in order, | 

Gen-17.10,41-12.this place proveth that circumcifion was 2 ſeale of the carnall 
Eovenant made with the carnall teed, & not a ſeale of the Spirituall covenant made 
gvith the Baichlul:Fos the Spirit is the ſeale thereof,who is therfor called the Spirit 
of promile,b& the ſcale. Eph. 1. 3. & it the place of the Rom.4.1 1. be objected to, 
prove that circumciſion ſealed the righteouſnes of Faith to Abraham: 1anſywer,that 
45 not the ſcope ofthe place; but this: viz:that circumciſion had one ſpecialty in A- 
braham differing from al other,that by circumcyſion he was ſealed vp ro bethe Fa- 
£her of al the Faithful as cocerning the matter of their juſtificatis, namely,thar as he 
was juſtifyed by his aCtual Faith To Should all the beleevers bee juſtiiyed by their 
- ogg Fayth whither they beleeved in their yncucnmcifion or in their circumci- 

ON, - 

AR. 2.39-the promiſe is offered to the impenitent lewes,8& to their poſterity, & 
tothe Gentils a tar of; & it was exhibsred only to ſo many as yeelded obedienceto 
the Fayth:8&.whereas in rehearſing the Apoltles fpeech, you ſay,the promiſe is made 
1fay;thercin you ad to the text For if you intend that the promiſe of the Spirit was 
exhibiced coal the lewes & their ifants,& tu the Gentils beleeving & their infants 
& chatchis placeafordeth ir,l ſay the placedoth not intend any ſuch thing, but on- 
iy an offer of the Spiritual covenant,to the carnal lewes 8 their children, according 
cothe Flesh,& alſo the Gentils:but a true conferring orexhibiting of it to ſo many 
a should he effeftually called by the offer of it in chepreaching# the GoſpeL 

Further wheteas you ſeem to afſumerhat ſeing thecovenant was made to Abra« 
ham & his 1afants, itas therfor made to vs & our infants. I deny that ever the cove 
nant Spiritual was made that is conferred to al Abrahams infants according to che 
Flesh: neythertherforis itmade thar 1s conferred to al our ififancs: this youshould 
grove, burit is vndone: lcanfeſſe the promde was offered to all Abrahams carnal - 
ſeed vader that carnal covenant of the Old Teftament, & ſo it is offered now to all 
our carnal childien by the preaching of the goſpe! in the new Teſtament:but as the 
Spuitual covenant was only exhibired ro the Faithful,the true ſeed of Abraham, fo 
itnow only exhibited co the Faithful which are the only-true ſeed of Abraham, 
whois the Father of vs al,& wee al his children , & juſtified by aftual Faithas he 
was 2 in reſpeft whereof infants wanting aftual Fayth cannor bee truely ſaid 
| —7—__M of Absabam-bus aretharthey arc jo ſeacat t0.4he Lord whatfocver 
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- Rich:Clifton & Tohn Smyth. | pig.” 

Thus nc: for the Scriptures by you alledged in your firft argument:From-thas 
which | have anſweredbreaſon again(t pedobapriitry thus. | 
' 3. Asit was with Abraham he Father of the Faithful , fo muſt it be with the 

Children ot Abraham, Rom.4.11. 

But Ab.aham cae Father of the Faithful. firſt beleeved aCtually, & being fex- 
__ with cne Spirit of promiſe , aite:ward receaved the figne of cucume 
cifion. | 

Ergo: The Children of Abraham the beleeving Genrils , muſt ficſt beleeve 
ow y,& be ſealed with the Spirit of promuſe, & then receave the baptiſme 
of water, | 

2. As1n the Old Teſtament, the carnal children were carnally circumciſed & ſo 
admitreq&imro chic Church of rhe Oid Teltament:So in the NewTeltament the ſpi- 
ritual chilicen mult be Spiritually circumeiſed,thac is in nart , & then be admitted = 
by bapriſme into the Church of the New Telta:nenc. 

Bur the ficlt was tigmtied by type: Ergo the ſecondiis verifiedin the truth. 

3. As inthe Old Teſtament carnal intants wei eccarnally begotten 8& borne by 
the morcal {ce of generation by their carnal parents, & then were carnall'y circum- 
ciſed, X receaved Taco the'carnal covenant. So in che new Teltament Spiritual infars 
new borne babes 1nChrith, mult be Spiricually begocren 8& borhe by the immortal. 
ſeed of regeneration, by the Spiritual parents, 8 then being Spiritually circumciſed 
ehcy sÞal by baptifme with water be receaved into the New Teſtament. 

Buc the firlt was ſignified by rype:Ergo-the ſecond is verified in-the truth, 

4- If the carnal infants in.the Old Fettament were circumciſed ,. then the-carnal 
inſancs.in the New: Teſtament mult not. be baptized: bicauſe rhat as errcumcifion #- 
abolizhed which: was the ſigne or ſeale, ſo the infaut is abolished whictr is the ſub- 
ject of char ſigne or ſcale, 8 2 proportionable injant introduced; which is one rege- 
acrate by the Spirit & the word, - 

Bur the carnal infaars ur the old Teſtament were circumciſed. 

Ergeythe carnal infants are not now. in the New: Teſtament to be baptiſed. 

5. As inthe Old Teſtament when the male appeared the 8.day, ther was a pain- 
ful circumcifing & morcifying.ofthe ſuperfluous forskinne when theparty was re- 
ceaved. mtothe covenant attually:So inthe new Teſtament when the Lord lef, Chi. 
(typed by the male)appeareth:& when ther is a-painful circumciſing & mortttying: 
of the ſuperfluous forskinne of the hart, the party {o qualified shalbe by baptiſme.re- 
ceaved.into the new TeſtamentaQtual'y. 

| Bur che firſt was ſignified by type! Ergo the ſecond is verified in truth. 
And this shal ſuffice for answer to your firſt argument. 
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Col. 14.124. 


a circumciſion belonged to Faithful Abraham & his ſeed, yea to ſuch 25 were 
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But thefirft is ern6, Gen. 17.10. © © Ergo thEſecond. 


The conſequent wil /vllow,lcing baptisme cometh in place of circutnetſion feaſt | 


ling vp vnto vs & co our feed the tame promiſes that circumcifion did to Abraham 
& to his ſeede, Col!,z.11.42. E that in as large & ample manner ( if not more 
ample)then to the Iiraclits, for ofthem only were the males circumciſed, bur by bap- 
tisme arebuth malcs & ſemales ſcaled. And this mult follow neceflarily, or els the 
covenant by the coming of Ie. Chr.should be more reftrayned , then it was vnder 
the law,who came to ratity & confirme that wholly,as the Apoſtle faith, 2-Cor.1. 


20,The'promules of God are in him,yea & Amen , &c. For God gave it with the - 


ſcale thereof,to Abrabam & his infan's, & if Chriſt should give it vnto vs.oncly 
& not to our infants,this were to leſſen & infringe the eovenant , & not to coun 
 &meal},but to take away part of that which God betore had given, 


Iohn Smyth, 


Yonr ſecond argument followeth:from Coll. 2,1 1,12.which is framed thus, 

If circumciſion belonged to Faythtul Abraham & his feed, yea to ſuth as were 
bur infants: then doth baptilme allo aperteyne to all belecvers & to their 
ſeed being infants. | | 

But the firſt is true,Gen. 17.10. Ergo the ſecond. | 

The reaſon of the conſequent is doubles. for that baptiſme cometh in place of 
circumciſion as a ſeale ofthe ſame promiles to vs & our ſeed: Col. 2.11.12. 2-For 


that the covenant muſt be as largely ſealed yp to vs as to th&,therfor to our females * 


as wel as males, & infants as wel as perſons of yeeres; For the covenant in Chrilt js 
not leflened bur of as larg extent now as then; 2.Cor.1.20. Seing in Chiiſt allthe 
promiſes of God are yea & amen. | | Fo 
-Ianswerthat this argument is built yppon the ſame falſe ground with the for- 
Mera meer miſtaking of che covenant, & ſeale,& ſeed : & their is maniteft yiolence 
committed yppon theScripture by,perverting8& wreſting it to falſe conſequents:firſt 
therfor I deny+the conſequence. & lgive reaſons of my deniall, | 
1. Bicauſe.circumciſion.did notapertezyne toAbraham & his infants as a ſeale of 
theeverlalting covenant of life8 Sglvation, but of the external temporary covenant 
of the land of Canaan,& of abedience to the Law of Moſes: & therfor though cir- 
czunciſion aperteyned to Abraham 8 hus carnal infants as aſeale of the external co- 
wvenant yet 1t doth not folloiy that baptiſme belongs, ts the Faythful & their carnal 
—_— as a ſcale pf the Spiritual.coyenant of the New Tcftament made in reſpett of 
Chritt. 7 NG | 
2. Secondly bicinſe the beleevers do not occupy Abrahams place in the cove- 
nant of the New Teſtament , hicauſe Abraham 15 the Father of all the Faythfull, 
Dur no man though never ſo Holy hath that ge to bee the Father ofthe 
Faythfull : Therefore Abraham receaveth the Faythfull into his bolome. Luk. 
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Rich.Clifton & Iohn Smyth, - pig.9. 
children of Abraham according to the Fleshe, &therfor the diſproportion being in 
al theſe particulars the conſequence of the argument is weake & inſufficient, 

Bac it you wil make true conſequents you mult reaſon fr6 the type ro the truth 

proportionably,8 not from the type to the type as this argument importeth; ney- 

ther muſt you confound the covenants & ſeales as you do;but mult make al things 
diltiact & proportionable the one-to the other. as thus. WES 

Abraham the Father of the carnal infants: Abraham the Father ofthe Faithful: 

Carnal Abraham8e his carnal ſeed,carnally circumcifed:So Faithful Abraham & his 
Faithful Children, Spiricually circumciſed. The carnal infantsof the old Teſtament 
carnally circumciſed; The Spuitual infatsof the new Teltament, that is, men regene« 
rate baptized, | | BE 
Thus you ſethe i a. jun of your —— the true proportion that you 
ought to have made it your argument had been good. - | 
Bur ler vs ſee the reaſons of your conſequence, & the Scriprures you do produce 
for the confirmation ot them: you ſay that baptiſme comethin the rome of circici- 
fion as aſeale of the ſame promiſes to vs 8 our ſeed: 1 veterly deny it: & I prove the 
contrary vato you:Semg that the circumciſis ofthe hart ſucceederh in the place of 
circumciſing thefleshjRo,z. 29.8 circumaſionmade without hands cometh in the 
place of circumcifion made with hands, Col. z,r 1.compared with Eph, 2.11, & cir- 
cumciſion the ſeale of the flesh,hath the H.Spititof promiſe which is the Spiritual 
- ſealeto ſucceed in place therof,Eph.1, 13.14. which ſeale of the Spiritis the earneft 
of our inheritance,as circiiciſion of the flesh was an earneſt of the inheritance of the 
Jand of Canaan tothe carnal Iraclites:& 1 defire to be enformedin al the Scriptures 
where bapriſme is called a ſcale,for I deny that the baptiſme of warer is the ſeale of 
the new Teſtament,though | cannot deny that the bapriſme of the holy ghoſt is the. 
ſeale. | 
| fay therforthat theſeale ofthe Spirit muft go befor the baptiſme of water:& as 
al the ordinances of the new Teltament are Spiritual,& yet viſible, ſo is the ſeale of 
thenew Teftament Spirirual,& yetvifible : 8 thervppon men being viſibly ſealed 
with the Spiritas Cornelius company was. Act. 10.47. may challendg the bapeiſme 
with water,asPeter there reacheth:this viſible ſeale of the new Teftamearis confeſh- 
en:4s in the oldTeſtament circumciſion was their confelſio: &baptiſme is not a ſeale 
bur a manifeſtation of the ſeale. You ſee therfor thar bapriſme is not theſeale of the. 


\. new TeſRament,& that circumciſion did not {eale vp the everlafting covenant to A- 


braham, 8 al his carnal ſeed;now the-place of Col. 2. 11.12. which you produce:to 
proyethat baptiſme comerh in the rome of circumciſton, is notſo to be conſtrued, 
but the Apoſtle teacheth the vertne of Chr.circumcif6 & baptiſme,which is mor- 
tifying & burying offmmne & refurection from finne:8 the Apelt. doth not intend 
toreach that 1n the new Teſtament baptiſme ſucceedeth for circumciſion: but hee 
reacheth the yertue of Ch.circumcifion & bapriſmein the Faitkful:ſo thar ſeing cir 
eumciſion was a ſeale of the promiſes of the old Teſtament to the carnal ſeed, 8&thar 
the Spirit is the ſeale of the promiſes ofthe newTetftament tothe faithful ſeed of A- 
brahi,therfor neither doth baprifme of water ſncceed circumciſion , neither doth 
baptiſme with waces ſeale vp any projuiſes to the Faithfull , but onely —_ 
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Ely declare what promiſes they alrcady are partakers of, viz;of the Spirit. of pro* . 


miſe. ; 

Againe:in your ſecond reaſon you would infinuate a reſtraynt in the new Teſta- 
ment,i; bapti>me bg aot dur to infants ſerng circumciſion was due to infants in the - 
Old Tettament:I answer many wayes: 1.Seing that baptisme doth not ſucceede cir- 
cumciſfion,this alegation is nothing to the purpoſe; 2.Seing baptisme is both-to male: 
& female ic is larger then. circumciſion whuch was only. yppon the male: 3. ſeing that 
baptisme is both co Tew & Gearil,therfor more larg then circumciſion. 2 but theſe: 
things are almoſt nothing to the purpoſe: Therfor I ſay more pertinently, That the 
covenant made with Abraham in reſpect of Chriſt is now as larg as ever it was:For 

| that was never made with Abraham & ai his carnal child:en, bur only with Abra- 
ham & the Faythful,8& ſo it continueth inthe ſame tenor ſtil 3; & it is enlarged now 
fince Chriſts comming only in reſpect of the cleerer, & more vniverſal publication: 
ot it:for then the covenant made with: Abraham in reſpect of Chriſt was shadowed 


out darkly in types,now fince Chriltit is preached plainly ; then it was only to the 


Lewes, now to al nations, Mat. 28.19.beſides Iaffirme that circumciſion was never 2 
ſeale of that covenant that God made with Abraham in reſpett of Chriſt , for the 


Holy Spirit of promiſe is the ſeale of it; but circumciſion only was a ſeale of the exter-- 
nalcovenant:8& rhe ſeale of the Spirit is as large as the feale of the Flesh: For all the: 


carnal Iſraelites were cainally ſealed , al the true beleevers are ſeated by the Spi- 
ritzal the males were carnally ſealed , al that have the male Chriſt formed in them 
(whither men or weomen)are ſealed by the Spirit:For in Chriſt ther is neyther male 
nur female: Gal, 3.z8.al the carnal feed were carnally ſealed whither yong or old, ſo 
all t he Spiritual ſeed are Spiritually ſealed whither new borne babes in Chriſt-, or- 
perfect men that are come to the meaſure of the age of the fulnes of Chriſt 3 & ſo; 
the covenant is nut leſſened, taking things in their due proportion,8 not perverting: 
them.8% whereas you lay in Chrilt all the promuſes of God are yea & amen;2.Cor. 
1.20. the:by infnuating that in the new Teſtament the covenant muſt be as large as 
inche old, Icontelle it to be as larg, but this 4: is ſtrayned to the proving thereof? 
For the meaning of it is thar vnto the Faythſul all the Lords promiſes are verefied, 
bur his promiſe was never that al their carnal ſeed should have baptisme as a ſeale of 
be & ſalvation, buz that al the beleevers should have the Spirit of promiſe which is 
th2 new Teftaments ſeale. 
. From: that which | have-answered to your ſecond argnment I reaſon thus. 

1. Ifal the carnal infants of Abraham were never actually vnder the everlaſting 
covenant in reſpect of theatiuall poſſesfion of it, then they never had title 
ro the ſcale of the evegaſting covenant. 

Bur al the carnal infants of Abrahams were never aftually ynder the ev<r' aſting 
covenant in reſpect of the actual poſſesfion of it: Seing that Abrahams: chil- 
dren accordingto his aftual Fayeh were only-ynder it, Rom,4.11. 

Ergo:al the carnat infants: of Abrahamnever hadcitle tothe ſeale of the ever- 

(ting covenant, & therfor not to baprisme. 
2. If baprisme doth-not fucceede cireumcifion,then baptisme doth not pertaine 


ta carnal infancs though cucumcition petteyned to carnal infants. 
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3 ' But baptisme doth not ſucceede circumcition , bicauſe the ſeale of the Spitic is 

; correſpondent to the typical ſeale of the Flesh, 8 baptisme with water is only the 
manifeſtation of the ſeale. 


Ergo,baptisme doth not aperteyne to the carnal infants. 

3, Ifcircumcifiqn did not ſeale vp the everlaſting covenant to Abraham & all 
his carnal infants ; &hen(by your preportion)baptisme doth not ſeale vp the everla- 
ſting covenant to Mg Faithful 8 their carnal infancs, 

Burt circumciſionAid not feale vp the everlaſting coyenant to Abraham & all his. 
carnal infants. {4 | 


portion)baptisme doth not ſcale vp the everlaſting covenant 
r carnal infants, | EY 

1.do not ſtand inAbrahams rome toconveigh the covenit 
hough they be baptized themſelves , yer ther children shal 


Ergo:{by your p 

£o the Faithful & 
4+ It beleeving} 
to ther infanes, then 


ga 

But the beleeverSwgg nor ſtand in Abrahams rome, to conveigh the covenant to 
their infants;For no mAaQYts the Father of the Faythfull as Abraham was, & he did 
never conveigh the exflaſting covenant to his carnal infants, ' | 

_ Ergo: Fog gh bcle /inYparents be baprized themſelyes, yet ther infants Shall not 
be b tized. of 

'Fo mf infants of the FigelWbdo not occupy the place of the true children of A- 
braham, bur only occupy the place of the carnal children:then though the true chil 
drenof Abraham,1.the actual beleevers be baprized, yer the infants shal not which 
Cannot actually beleeye. 

But the tufants of the Faithful do nor occupy the place of the true children of A- 
Þraham,ſeing the children of Abraham do the workes of Abraham, Ioh,8. 34-which 
infants cannot doe. | 

Ergo though aCtnal beleevers be baptized, yet infants shal nor. 

And thus much may ſutfice for ans\ver of this ſecond argument which you ſee 


| is as weakeas the firlt being built ypron the ſame ſand. 


Mr. Rich. Clifton. 
Matrc.10.13.14.6 Mat.19.13,14- 


. They that are of the Kingdome of God have right & title to all the Holy 
things cherto belonging , & may perticipate of ſo many of themas they are ca- 
pable to receave, wy : | 

Bur the infants of beleeving parents are of the Kingdome of God. 

Therfor the infants of beleeving parents have right & zirleeo althe holy things 
therto belonging, & may participate ofſo many of them, &c. And conſequenely of 
baptisme,ſfeing they are capable of that. | | 

The major propoſition I thinke wil notbe denyed , itis written 1,Cor. 3,21. 
8#2.Al things are yours, Xc.Rom-9.4. | | 

The aflumption is Mat.z9,z $--27.For of ſuch is the Kingdome of God,meaning 
that this Kin door only of ſuch as being of yeeres that belceved, bur alſo 
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Cf thes infanes.. And this he declarerh not only in this faing,but alſo by his diſplea- 
- fure againſt his Diſciples tor hindering their. comming voto him. by commaunding 
to {utter themggo come, & by purting his hands vppon them, bleſſing them, Mat. 
19.13.14.15.For would Chrut have blefſed them tizar were not of! his Kingdome?: 
or do not the bleſſings apperteyne only'to the children of the Kingdom,eveu to the: 
ſeed of Abraham,Gal. 3-8.18.. 

Tt it be objected thar children. are-not.capable of baptiſme.l arſwere, they. are as 
Capable thereof as the infants of Iſrael were of circumciſion, being bogh.pertakers of 
the ſame promiſes with them. 8 in al reſpe&ts as capable of the outward ſeales of 
the covenant , as they were, And therefore the infants ot beleeyers are to bee 


baptized. 
Iohn Smyth.. 


Your third argument followeth, from Marc. to. 13.14.Mar..19, 3.14: 

They that are vf the Kingdome ofGod, have right & title to al the holy _ 
therco belongzng,&may puticipate of ſo many of them as.they arc capable 
eo receave, 

But the infants of. belceving parents are of the Kingdom.of God. 

Ergo, the infants of beleeving parents have right && title to al the holy thin 
cherto belonging, & may participate.of ſo many of chem&c.8& conſequetly 
of baptiſme,ſeing they. are capable of ir, | 

The major you ſay is written, 1. Cor, 3, 21,22.Rom.9.4. . 

The aſſumption is proved Mar. 19.13,14, CE 

To this argumeat of yoursT make answer diverſly:firſt you have.not: proved that. 
the viſible Chur.& al che ordinances therof perteyne.co infants of the faithful: Far 
the infants of the Iewes that were preſented to Chr. were nor infants of belevers for 
ought that1 ſee:neither can.it be proved rhat they were infanrs of the Jewes,. bur 
their is ſome likelyhood te the cotrary:ſeing the diſciples repelled the that broughe: 
che:it may be they were the children of ſome of the Romane ſoldiers,or ſomeCana- 
nitish perſons: bur ſnappoſe they were childten of the Iewes , how is it. proved that 
their parets were belevers?ſcing that the people of the lewes were for the moſt part 


 Nifnecked.8& vncircumciſed in hart. &.1f. they had bee the childre of beleving Iewes. 


that were baptized by Foh.orChr,diſciples-(by your doctiyne the infants were al- 
ready baptized)what need was therto bring the to Chr, exceptie were for popish: 


confirmation?8ſo hence you.cannot conclude bapriſme.. I avouch conſtacly againſt - 


yourthiart either they were not the children ofl ewes: or that they were not the in- 
fants of beleving lewes: or if their pareats beleved, yet itfolloweth nor that therfor 
theſe infants were of the Kingdom of God,or to be baptized; torChr.doth not fay,. 
of theſe, bur, of ſuchiis-the Kingdom of God:8& ſo hedoth expound himſelf Mat. 18 
3--6. beſides how-can you pro ve that by the Kingdome of God Chr:vnderſtandeth: 
the viſible.church of thenew Teſt?or how.can You prove thatChr. bleſſeth none but. 
members of the viſible. Chur?” or how.can you proye that the. bleſting of Abraham 
aperteyneth.only-to the members of the viſible church? or that from this particular 
of Chr, praying fox infants Mats 18, 13. bapriſing of iniants ſolloweth?or how ca you 
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prove that Chriſt obteyuedfor them,& prayed for remiſſion of finnes, theH, ghoſt, 
faith,everlaſting lifefor many were brought roChr. for releef of bodily infiumuryes.. * 

-:Secondly 3: I deny that , bicauſe Chriſt bleſſed ſome'f the infants of the 
Tewes ai Gearils vppon ſpecial 1arreaty , theretore: it may hence be concluded that 
generaly the covenant< iecales of the covenant(as you cal baptitme)doth aperceyne 
to theme for ther is not the ſame reaſon of al-intants,as of tome ſpecialy blet{ed;as of 
Iohn Baptiſt, leremy,Samplon, Hi | 

Thirdly if bapriſme doth aperteyne to infants bicauſeChr.blefſeth ſome particu- 
Jar infants, bicauſe Chr.ſaith the Kingdom of God doth aperteyne to ſuch , then: 
the L. ſupper alſo;for iſ yuu lay,they are not capable of the L.ſupper in ewo reſpcts; 
I. for that rhey cannot care 1t,z.for.that they cannot examine themletocge I answer- 
they mult haye it afloone as they can eate it; & they cannot contelle their finnes & 
faith, 8 ſo cannor be-baprized, 4 E- 

Fourthly;I would'know why the Apo. pur infants back, & why Chr,did not cory 
maund them to b baptized: Surely if they had been the infants of belevers;or if the: 
Apo.had known Cir.mynd for baptifme of infants he having ſo fic an opportunity 
wouid have pur it in practiſe 3 bur the deepfilence of bapriſme in this place where: 
ther is ſo jult an-occafion doth inftru-.t vs evidently that Chr, | either did not deale 
faithfully which to ſay wee blaſphemy,or chat he never purpoſed the baptiſme of 


infants; ; | | 
You ſeetherfor by that which-hattbee anſivered thar'borth your majo1& minor 


| are weak & the Scriptures alledged by you do nor contirme them; for the place 1. 


Cor. 3.2+,22.declarerh that al things are yours;thar is theirs that attually beleeve8 
are baptized: &-al the ordinances of the viſible church are theirs both in title vie 8& 
olfeſhon:So thavhence you-muſlt nedes prove if your arg. be good that infants muſt: 
avethe vſe ofaſ:only your caution helpeth,you,viz:tharthey may pertake ſo many 
meanes as they are capable of;but wher is this caution expretſed inal rhe ſcriptures 
do you think that the ny2mbers of the Church. are not.capable of al the meanes of 
filyation?bur Iavouch vato you-thar thus place perteyneth only to baptiſed perſons; 
not to perſons vabaprized,8& therfor it ficteth not your purpoſe. | 
Rom. 9.4 The'covenants & promiſes perteyne to the liraclites;1-deny the word 
aperteyneth;ir is put intothe Text, & perverteththe meaning ofthe Apo. For Paull 
intenderh norto prove that the'carnal Iſraelites wereal actually within the covenit: 


- of grace & ſalvation by Chr. being really poſleſſed o fir,bur that vader-the-ourward' 


covenant & promiſe wherof they werereally ſeafed, the Spiritual covenant & pro« 
miſe was offered-& preſented yatothem;the one preaching the other;the law being 
a ſcholemr, to Chriſt. TUTGASE ; | 
Laſtly, wheras inithe answer of an objection yon intimate that infants noware as: 
capable of bapriſme as infants were of circumciſion, being both equaly capable of the: 
covenant& ſeales, lanswer: that bapriſine is nut the ſeale ef the covenanrot the new 
Teſt.as circumciſion was t he ſeale of the old Telt.. & that infants of the old Teſta. 
were capable of circumciſion abfolutely.ſeing that to be circumciſed ther was no- 
thing required but a foreskinne apt tobe cur of:butto baptiſme in the newTelt-ther 
b5 required aQual ſaith & repentance confeſſed bythe mouth, Mat. 3.6, A 4-37-82 
10: 47+ ES a. Cz "5 _ 


pag. 14. Paſſages betwixe Mr. : 

i Sat this answer 1 colleQ arguments againſt pedobaptiſtry thus. - | 

x. They that are not members of the viſible Church, have no title to the holy 
things of God,& therfor are yncapable of them;8& lo of baptisme. | 

Iafants of the Faythful are not actually members of the viſible Church 2 For 
chele places.Marc, 10.13. 14.Mat.19.13.14.d0 not prove that the parents of 
theſe infants were beleeving lewes , or it they were beleevers their infants 
were already baptized with their parents according to your dodtryne,& fo 
Chriſt catmot intend baptisme to aperteyne to them, but the relt of the or- 


S; Ergo 2 Infants ef the Faythfull haveno title to the Holy chings of God, 8& 
fo* are vncapable of them , and by conſequent vncapable off Bap- 


TISME, 
2- Ifthe Apoſtles by putting back infants preſented to Chriſt deelare plam[y 
- - chatintants were not £0 bee brought to bee baptized of Chriſt ; then in- 
_ were not baptized by Chrift , nor commaunded to bee baptized 
im. | 
Pur the firſt is true:that the Diſciples put back infants preſented to Chr. 8&c. 
Ergo; The latter 1s crue;thac infants were not baptized or commaunded to be 
baptized by Chrill, 


3- Ifthe perſons preſenting infants to Chriſt to be bleſſed 8 prayed for:do not 
« - deſire baptisme forthem:chenithey knew no fuch cuſtome vſ{cd by Chriſt to 


baptize them, | 

But the firſt is true 3 that perſons preſenting infants to Chriſt to be bleſſed & 
. prayed for,do not defire baptisme for them. 

Ergozcthey knew no ſuch cultome vied by Chr,of baptiſing infants. 

49: If Chriſt receaving infancs, praying for them, bleſſing them,dorh neither bap- 
:  tizethem. , nor commaund his Diſciples to baptize them : then eyther 
Chrifts pleaſure was they should not be baptized , or els hee forgatt 
OF » in not Teaching baptisme off infants vppon ſo juſt an oc- 


vids | | 

 -- , But; Chriſt ering Alan, praying for them , bleſſing them , doth 
neytherbaptize them. , nor commaund his Dilciples to baptize them:ney- 

ther did forgertt his duty in not reaching baptisme of infants occaſioned. 


Ergo : Chrilts plealure was ( and is ) chat infants Should not be bap=. 


' ized. 
- $,  They-that are not actualypoſſeſſed of the promiſes or covenant,are not aftu- 
ally to be inveſted with baptisme. , Eel 
»- + Infants are notaQually poſleiſed with the covenant: Seing they performe not 
the condition, viz:conteſlion of their finnes & their Fayth actually. 
Ergotinfants are not to be inveſted with baptisme. 
This Shal ſuffice for answer of your third argument, 
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Ithe children of beleeving parents be holy , ther are they with in the co- 
vengnt off Abraham , and ſo conſequently \have ryght to the ſeale 
thereof. | ; \, CZ 
Bue the firlt is true, 1.Cor.7.14, | Ergotheſecond, / 

Touching the former propofition, I takeit, that none wil affirme holines in any 

that are not of the covenant, fot in that reſpect, l{rael was called a holy nation.Exo, 

19. 6.1.Pet,2.9.8 al others vncleanc,Act. 11, 3.8 10.15,that were withour. If in- 
fants be within the covenane,then can not theſeal be denyed to ſuch, ſeing theLo. 
hath joyned the promiſe & ſeale together, Gen,17.10, which no man may or ought 
to Seperate, Mat. 19.6. ; 

What can be objected againſt the aflumption,l1 ſee not, feing the A poſtleplainly 
affirmes, but now are your children holy. Vnleſſe it may be ſa1d, as of ſome ll have 
heard,thar as the vnbeleeving wyte is tantlified to the husband, fo are the children 
viz;tothe vſe of their Father; bur this to affirme is a great abuſing of the Scripture, 
For the Apoſtle in hat place answering an objection that the Faithful is defiled by 
the ſociety of the vnfaithful: proverh that the faithfal husbad may with good con- 
ſcience vie the veſſ#l of his vataithful wite,by an argument from the effects, namely 
bicauſe their children, which are borne of them , are accounted holy or within the 

romiſe, God having ſaid to al the Faithful, T wil bethy God, & the God of thy 
eed. As for that other ſtraunge expoſition,thatthe Children of a beleeving Father 
are no otherwiſe ſanctified then the vnbeleeving wife 1s vnto her husband,viz 2 ro 
their Fathers vſe only,thax cannot ftand with the meaning & purpoſe of the Apolt. 


k. * 


" Forſo mnch'tmay be ſaid of an vnbeleeving ſervir, that heis for the vſe of his maſter 


to do him ſervicetif children be no more holy thenſo, then have they no prerogative: 

in being the children of a beleeving Father,neither is the objection removed by this 

ansWer.. FS | 

If it bee fnrther preſſed that the vnbeleving wife is ſaid to be holy,as wel as the 
children,yet-is she not withig the covenant. answer,that she indeed is nor holy, as 
be her children,for she being an infidel is withour Gods covenant, 8 therfor $he is 
ſaid to be ſanRtified in her husband, the Apoſtle reſpeing their mariage , which 
though it was contracted before either party beleeved, yer ſtands firme 8 nor difſol 
ved when either of them is called to the Faith, ſo rhat the beleeving husband may 

. 'Jawully vſe her as his wite,if she be content to dwel with-him, +1. Cor. 7.12. Now: 

* the children cannot be ſanttified or Seperate ro ſuch vſe to theit Father, as the wife 
js to ner husband. And therfor are the children called holy , bicaue they are the: 


| ſeed of a beleeving Father. 


Iohn Smytlu, 


Your fourth argument is from r.Cor.7,2.4.thus. a 
If theChildren of beleeving parents be holy:then are they within the coyenart 
of Abraham, 8 ſo conſequently have right to the ſeale therof. 
Bur the fiſt is true;1,Cor-7.14, © Ergotheſecond, | 
Lanswer: Firſt denying your majors conſequent : Seing that al the nativn of the 
: : | Jewes - 


Gag. 16. | Paſſages betwixt Mr,  - _ FN _ 
\ $6: were holy,& yet not within the.covenant of Abraham,T.meane as you doof : 
thecveilatting covenant in reſpet of Chriſt: that they were not al within that cove- * 
nant 4s plaine, Rom-9.6.al chey are not Iſrael which are of Iſrael : vs.7. neyther ate 
they al Chilaren bicauſe they ace:the ſeed of Abraham, vs. 12, God revealed, that the 
Elder 5hould ferye the yonger,Act.7. 51.yee have alwayes reſiſted the holy ghoſt, as 
your foreFarhers havedoneſo do you ; ifit be objeGted that the place of the Ro- 
manes is ſpoken inreſpect of Gods ſecrear eleRion,8& not of mans knowledg,l ane 
swer,the vs.1 2.15 plaine of that which was revealed vnto the Church, & yet Efaw. . 
was holy & circumcized when he was borne, being not vnder the covenant of A+ 
braham in reſpect of Chrilt;& for proof of this point that the whole Church of the 
Jewes was not vnder the paſleſlion of the everlaſting covenant made withAbraham 
inelpedt of Chriſt: but only vader the offer of it,1 vic theſe reatons. 

x. Firſt 2 The condition or obedience of the matter or members of the New 
Teſtamcnt is not the condition or obedience of the matter or members off 
the old Teſtament. 

Faith & repentance is the condition& obedicnce of the mattcr-or members of 
the new Teſtament, Marc.1.15, 

Ergo;Faith 8& repentance isnot the.condittan or obedience of the matter or 
members of the old Teſtament. | 

The reaſon of the major is evident, ſeingthat as the miniftery, worship, &govern« 

ment of the Church of the old Teſtament was of another nature then the muniſtery 
worship,8& government of the newTeftament is, ſo the.conſlitution, viz:the matter 
& Forme of.che Church of the old Teſtament was of another nature, then the con- 
ſtituricnthar is the matter & forme, of the new Teſtament is:Seing cherfor that the 
miyiſtery, wors is Onan. of the old Teſtament was canal, the conſtitutis | 
aulſt alſo be carnal: Therfor the matter & forme muſt be carnal:Therfor Faith& re- 
ce was notrequired to the matter of the old Teltament, but only a carnal ho« 
nes, viz: The circumciſion of the foreskinne, whereby the earnal forme, that is the 
Carnal covenant*or commaundement was induced ypon them, &wherto they were = 
ryed in obedience, Heb,7. 16, Gal.5.3. | 
\ . Secondly. Thetype , Shadow , figure , fimilitude ofa thing is not the 
eruth , the ſubſtance,the thing it ſelf ; True is nature & reaſon. 
The coaltitytion, viz: the matter & forme of the Church ofthe old Teſtament * 
. 15 the ops The conflitution or the matter8& forme of the church of the , * 
;., new Teſta : 
Prgo: The conſtitution, viz/the matter& forme of theChyurch of the old Teſta- | 


® -.. .ter'of the Church of the .o!d Teſtament. 
3- Thirdly,that which was not nor could not be 2ccomplished;performed, ef- 
fe ted or produced by the waiking or communion of the Church off the 
: ald Teſtament, was not required, or cxatted, or preſuppoledto 4h el | 
| lon _ | 


Let re.& produce that whi 


| __  ___ Rich:Clif8on & lohn Smyth. Papers 
*::: ©. on of the Church of the Old Teftament, A ' I: 4. 
+»  Fuſtification & Faith, Sandification & repentance, were not effeted, perfor. 
” med ,, accomplished , or produced by the walking or communion of the 
Church of the Old Feſtament, Heb.9.9. Gal.2,15.16. | 
'Ergo:juftification & Faith, Sanctification & repentance were not required to 
the conſtitution of the Church of the old Teſtament: & fo by conſequent, 
rhe members of the Church of.the' Old Teſtament .were not truly holy in 
their conſtitution. | DE ID 
#3- That which broughtnot perfection & life to the members, preſuppoſed nor 
" Fayth & repentance.to the members .; and ſo.not -1call or true ho- 
lynes. 
Dir the O'(d Teſtament, the Law,8& the obedience-ofthe Law brought not'per 
fetion.& hfe to.the members ef the Church of.the old Teſtament, Heb.7, 
"2x9. Gal. 3.21. 
Ergo :. The Old Teſtament, or theLaw;orthe Church of the old Teftament 
did not pretuppo ſe, Fayth, Repentance;or true Molynes in the members. 
5. That which was a Schoolmr.only to teach Chrift,did not preſuppeſethat the 
: Schollers had already learned Chrift or put onChriſt, which is enly dane by 
Faith & repentance, 
The law or old Teſtament was a Schoolmr. only to teachChr; Gal. 3.14.Rom, 
TO. J.4+ 
"Ergo, The Lay or Old Teſtament did not preſuppoſe that the Schollers had 
learned Chrilt or put on Chriſt , which 1s only done by Fayth and Repen- 
trance, 


6. That which was hidden,kept ſecreat was a Myftery, & not revealed the mem- 


'bers of the Church of the 01d Teſtament, in their conſtitution were-not in- 
dued withal. | 
Faith,or obediencetothe goſpel was a miſtery, &not revealed, bur kept fecreat 
from the beginning. Gal. 3.23.Rom.16.25, 
Ergo, The members of the Church ofthe Old Teſtament were not induced 
with Fayth or obedience to the goſpel in their conſtitution. 
7. Ther is no condemnation to them that are in Chriſt, Rom.B.2. 

"Ther is condemnation'to them that are vnder the Law, Gal- 3.10.For it is the 
Miniſtery of death orcondemnation, 2.Cor. 3.7. 

Ergo:The Law or old Teſtament dorh not preſuppoſe Chriſt: or they that are 
wnder the Law are notin Chritt: & {ſo the members of the church ofthe old 
Teſtament were ngt truly holy. 

Finally;the whole difpuration of Paul tothe Romanes & Galatians concerming 


_ zaſtification by Faithin Chriſt withoue the workes of the Law doth evidently con- 


firme this excellent treath. Teaching that ſeing the vemoſt obedience of theLaw did 
£.<effet or produce juſtification;therfor of necelfity it followeth that the Lawy or 


_ dla Teftament did nor preſuppoſe it, or true holines in the members ther of ; For it 


had beeu a vanity to have given them'a Law which should not or could not pre- 
ch was jo chemgucher firſt conftigurion 3 wherſor Ido 
OI | D bou n 
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uldly defend againft al! men , chacche. Churchef che O!4 Teſtament ic the- 
Matter or contlicucion ot ue was not really Holy. , but only Fypically; & thertoe 
the members tkerot admitted m by curcumcition were nut truly. holy or. tanified, 
or.in aciual poiictiion ot that everlaſting covenant which God mage with Abraham 
z 1 epect oj Chnit:but only vnder the offer of it nthatzypical Fcltament-gyven te 
Abraham,& afterward aflumed written & amplified thy Molcs, loh.7. 19—2z.3.come 
pared with Heb. 8.8,9.. 
Having lutficiently confirmed thisernth;Treturne is :particuſar. ts answer. your 
ebj:.uvnsJaying (til that the nation of the lewes was holy,not truly but typically. 


& Ltiat their holines was this,thkatby that external covenant whereinto ghey were - - 
by cizxcumcifion admitted, they were trayned vp, or Schooled to.Chriſt, being by all. 
the:ce: emonial law. & old. Tettament, gr carnal commaundement :, as it were by ſo. 


many meancs conſegratedor dedicated to that holy cad8& purpole, which was tiped. 
& $shadowed by thoſe figures & ſimilirudesof heavenly things. Therfor as the word. 
ſanciuiying or hallowying is virally taken in the. old Teſtamee forthe ſetting of any 

thing apazt.co a holy viz;ſo were the people of Lirael holy ;even anholy natio above 


al the natwns of t he Earth, See ;Exod. 1 9.10,14\15elob.1.5.Nct.14,1-4,compared. 
wutLAct,2 1428.8 for the place which. you aledg,Ex.1946.to provethe Ifraelites an : 
boly newon,l ſay, that either the meaning 15 thar vr, fs anc hulp, . trayned. 
f the Iaw Should attayne true ho-- 
ng to your purpoſe of the holines of the e-. 


te:nal cavenant which. God made with Abraham;So thattbofigh infants be vnder.- 


vp+<o holines, or thar they:by A endo 
nes in Chriſt:$o that this place is nothi 


offer ot the covenant made withAbrabam inreſpe&t ofC —__ Shal not baptiſime - 
be adminiitred vppon them, 2s your conſequent doth.import, 
Teſtament none:were circumciſed but thofe that were.actually. feafed. vppon thae- 


external covenant, 3. & therefore none in the New Teſtament sha!be.baprtized bur - 


thoſe:that are actually-poſleſſed of the covenant of the New Teſtament; but the: ac« - 
tual poſſeflion. of the promiſe.is by obedicnceto the Faich-For by Faith ( ſaith the - 
Apottle. Gai, 3.14.)we receave the promitſe of the Spirit, we receave. the Spirit by - 
the hearing of Faith. preached, Gal, 3.2.8 Faith.cometh by hearing of the word prea.. 
chedRam. 1s. 17- 7 im | . 

Secondly,7 anſwer concerning the conſequent of your Majors conſequent. that. 
& $Hal.not follow-that bicauſe children are vader the covenant(as you ſuppoſe, bur - 
we deny)that therfor they. thal-have the outward figne or ſealet herof:for you:know 


vader thelaw-the females were actually. vader thecovenant of rac old Teftamer,& - 


yet were not fgned with the ſeale:8& beforethelaw-was given-al that were aCtualy.: 
vader the covenant vatil che tyme ofAbrtaham had no external figne or ſeale.t herof,.. 


ifyouft,in oppoficion te.the circumeifion.of the female thatshe was vncapable of. 


it: anſwer the L.had abundance of Spirit,$.if it hadbeen his wil thas al vnder the- 
covenant Should be pertakers obthe igne or theſeale therof, hecould in wiſdom.8&& 
would yndoubtedly:have appointed {uch an external figne or. ſeale that might have. 
bene adminiſtred vppon at vader thecovenan; bur ſeing the L.. chofe outthe male 
ealy-tor circumciſion, tha by:be purpoſed to teach in-a rype that only the male{that- 
&,one that is in Chyili)shalbe ſealed witheche Spirix: ofpronuſe voder the new mo 
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. til you lay in opofition tothar before the Law,tharther was no ſeale or ſigne ap 


pointed by God for them vnder the covenant,bicauſe the L.thought it not meet or 


. needtulLiay that herby itapeareth that;to be ynder the covenit, was notthe-cauſe 


ofcicle co the feale, but the particularexprefie commaundement orwil ofGod:& ſo 


' the pony a 91 conſequent-appeareth, which imporrerh that to-beevnder 
- Che-covenant 


alon {ufficient to prove a partic<o-beintitled to the ſeale or {igne 
of che covenant? 8& thus excelent truth herby'1s manifeſted, that if xs5hould be gran- 


ted that infants were actualy vnder thecovenant yet it could notfollow theryppon 
that therfar they $hould have the figne or ſeale of the covenir,which you ſay is bap 


tiſme,except it-could be proved by exprefle commaundement otherwie:for this ar- 
gument you fce proveth itnot: Hence therfor apearcth the weaknes of your argu- 
Ineit,viz:that if infants were holy, 8& ſo vnder the covenant, yet it doth-not follow 
«hat therefor they 'shall have the figne orſcale of the covenant which (you ſay,out 

wedeny)is baptiſme. - 
" Butl paſſe vnto your afſumption!which you ſay isevider, r.e07.7. 14.but now are 
your children holy: you affirme that infants of one of the parentsFaithful are holy; 
excert many things here: firft;I defire that you-expound vatomeWwhat this holines is 
which'the Ap,here -mentioneth; happily yon wil ay it is robe vnderche covenant, 
hea I demaundwhat'tt 1s-to-be ynder-the covenant?prehaps you wil ſay (though 
this beto runne in a circle)1it is to bejuſtified by impuration of Chr.righteolnes. The 


-I'demaund which of theſe three;viz.to be holy,te be vnder the covenat,to haveCh. 


Tighteouſnes impured,is firſt innaturethappily you wilſay?Firlt, they arevnder the 
-covenant. Secor.dly,they are juſtified by the imputed righteouſnes of Chr. Thirdly 
they are ſantified or holy:Then I proceed;&demaumnd when do infants come vader 


-the covenant:whea they are conceaved:or when they are bornetor when the parecrs 


-are conyerted being already borne?Itwitbe anffyered ; That theſe infants that are 
egotten ofFaithiul ue che covenant im their conception: & theſe 
infants that axe alzeady borne come vnder'the covenant when their parents are re- 
Sgenematethereby then it appeareth that the covenantis conveighed to the children 
from theparents by generation, & by filiakrelation: herevnto addthar if it be trne 
that ſome ſay, that children vnder the goverment of the ſaithfa! atſo are vnder the 
covenant,that the coyenant is coriveighed alſo by pupilship-or adoption: & if bond- 


'flaves or ſervanes being infamsbe vader the covenant bicauſe of their belevingMrs. 
' -+thenſervitude tsalfo a meanes or infttument of converghing the covenant from Mr. 
* *roServants: this being propounded than as the truth you hold,that plead for Pedo- 


Sapriſme,chenyou-maintayne;thatifeeg generation, filial relation,pnpilship,adoptio 
Se ſervitude aremeanesto bring infants vnder the covenant, then they are meancs 
0 bring infants vngerjuſtification, & vnder fandiificarion: So that it followeth thae 
wwemur: avcount al the infants of beleeving parents that are childre by nature & by 
atoptien,al infants of beleeving Mis, that are borne inflavery or ſervitude to be ju- 
MKificd 8 Sanctitied, breauſe the covenant is communicated vnto them by the foie- 
ſaidrelatioa ; Then Iprocecd & demand why may rot all the infants borne vn- 
der one King , if his fubjets , bee al! his Servants & Vaſſals ( as they fay ) 


bee by tar relation brought ynder thecovenant , & ſo he accounted juſtified 
\ : ——— & * 
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ew tified: For relation of a King & aſubject borne ſo 1s as neer as the relatienof # 
Mr,& Servant, or an adopted Child: And then Idemaund,ſeing the relation of a mi; 
& a wife is neerer a great deale then any relation of adoption or ſervitude. ,, why: 


the witeshal not be vnder the.covenant for the relation of mariage: happily ic-will: 


bee ſaid the wife being of yeeres cannot bee admitted bicauſe of her ynbelecte:; 8& 

ſay chat.infants of parents & Mrs.cannotbee admitted , bicauſe oftheir want of ' 
Faith being ynder yeeres; but it wilbee ſaid that. the.covenant with Abraham was: 
with him & his ſeed only:I jay,that it was made(by your confeſſhion)with him and! 
his adopted infants, with him'& his pupils being infants, ,with him 8 his Servants. 
being infants: & cherfor-not only with hint. & his ſeed- ; &.ſeing ſome not of his- 
ſeed may be admitted into the coyenant,&.thoſethat are further of, wizy shall not: 
thoſe that areneerer as his wife. but you wil ſay bicauſe infants do-notrefuſt: rhe 


covenat,they..may beadmitted to baprtiſme,though adoptedchild:&,though pupils, * 


though Servants : bur wives refufivg the covenant may not : Ifnrther inſiſt that as 
infants do not reſilt,ſo they do not conſent:& that al the Children , Servants , . & 


Wives,that do not refiſt,may.beeadmitted} thonghthey cannot make declaration 


of their Fayth & repentance:if you ſay;not ſo;bicauſe that inthem that are-of yeers 


Faith & repentance 15 required, but of infants no ſuch thing is required: 1 answer, . 
firſts hew:that by Scripture, & then I ſay ther is no reaſon why Faith & repentance 


Should bee required of one.to make him capable of the covenant of juſtification, 8 
SanCtifieation more then of another, except you wil ſay.that God isaccepter of per- 
foss: & turther the covenant is only with Abraham 8& his ſeed, not with his adop- 

ted Children, not with his pupils, not-with his Servants, & therfor in the Faith and ' 


repentance mult neceflacily be had ,. & ſo they cannot bee baptized til they Shew - 
their Faith-S7 repentance which is contrary+to your doryne 2: befides you cannct: 


Shew inal the Scriptures that perſons may» be:ſatd to be -partakers of the eovenanc 
a&tually,except aGually they fwhl the-condition of the covenant: & if you ſay thar 


infants being vnder the covenant,jultified, & ſanQifed,therfor they:.have Fayth & 
the _ of Godin them , I ſay-that is contrary to the Scriptures which ſay that- 
Faith commeth by hearing: 8 thatthegrord is the immortal ſeed of regeneration, 


wherby-new borne babes vnderthegoſpel are regenerate: & if it be ſaid thar infants 


have 2 kind of Faith wrought in them inviſibly;& after an hidd& manne: :1 fay what: 
God worketlr inviſibly, &ſecreatly-we diſpute nornor regard, but what he worketh: 
vifbly:8& to our knowledg,8 by the meanes appointed for the communion of the 

uorts is the common Faith of the members of the” 
Chusch,which is-viſfibly-ſeen by ſpeaking & -confeſfion;according as it written be 
Eeved &:.therfor Iſpeake, Tit.1.4.& 1f it be-objetted thae then wee doe:condemne + 


ChurchtFor ther 1s but oneFait 


al infants dying before they be converted:1 ſay No;wee pronounce nothingof in- 


fangs, butleave thefſecreat of them to the Lord,who hath reſerved ſecreat things to 


bunſelf :- Hence thea T conclude that ſeing you cannot declare what this holines i, 
whicit infants-have-,. feing they eannot: have aCtuall holynes : Seing you cannot 

echire that they have Faich.ovjuſtification,ſeingthey cannot have attuall Fayth? 
Therfor you cannot declare that they are affaally vnder the coyenant, by actuall 
Faith & holines ;- & ſotf they bee not actually vnderit: ,, but ynder the, offer of 


moulys « 


= 
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| be ynderltood of holines in-reſpeRt of the covenant as you pretend;zbut you gen 4 
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Oey; that is it which weeaffirme, & which wil help 'you nothing to anni 
infants. $2 5'$ 

Secondly, I deſire that you would prove vnto me by Scripture,that in this place. 
1,Cor. 7, 14.Holines ſigniheth true fanctificacion,or to be actually ynder the eove-- 
yenanc, having it really invetted vppon them, You endevour to declare it out of the- 
text;For you ſay Paul anfwereth an objection,yviz, thar the faithful are defiled with 
the Saciety. of the vnfaichful, &proveth that the Faithful kusband may vie the ve(- 
ſel of his vnfaithful wiſe with a good conſciance by an argument drawne from the-- 
effects,namely,bicauſe their:Children are holy,& vnder the covenant? Ged having; 
Aid to theBaithful I wilbe thy God,& the God of thy ſeed. Vel,ler vs ſes the force- 
of your reaſon:your fourth argument was this. 

_ If infants be holy thenare they vnder the covenant..- 
Infants are holy:Ergo infants are ynder the covenant: . 

Your proof that infants are holy is this, 

If infants be vader the covenant, then infants are holy... 
Infants are vnder the covenant... Ergo infants are holy.. 

Task you Sir,in good ſooth,is this circular reaſoning ſound 2 you fy infants are 
Holy; bicauſe they are vnder the covenant, . 8&-you fay they are ynder the coyenant' 
bicauſe they are holy. +. Let al menjudg whither you- have proved infants Huly- 
or nor. | 

Thirdly I answer that ( Holy) doth not ſo fignifſy as you expound , neither: 
15) the argumenttaken from the. effefts , bur from the greater to theleſle after: 
this manner... By 

'If your children(in your owne judgment) be holy , & yon do not pue them 
away when you areconverted to the faith, bur vſe the ſtil as your Children: 
to al thoſe vſes wherto children are apointed, the relation natural of Father- 
& ſorme femayning,though you beleye:then much more the relation 'of ma. 
& wife remayneth,& you may -yſe your wivyes,they being of ancerey: natus- 
rat bond then. your children, | 

But the firit is true by your owne-confeſſion,& by the light of nature, 

Ergo the ſecond is true by the light of nature much more, 

And whereas you ſay that by this expeſition an vnbeleving ſervant is in as good” 


* aneſtite, & as holy. as children in reſpect ofthe covenant,I confeſſe itto be ſo. '2 8&- 
' youthar plead for pedobaptiſme ſay ſo likewiſe, ſeing that you wil have ſervants vn 


der the covenant by their Mrs. Faith:;bucT wouid know whither the Apoſtle ſpea-- 
keth only of infants or of al Children generally :if generally of al Childten, then all 
the Children of the Faithful are holy , yea even thoſethar are ynbeleeyers & then 


- would 1 know how vnbeleeving children can be holy,ifnot as the vnbeleving wife 


is holy: that is to the vie of their parents in the relative dutyes of children8& parents. 
Ifthe Apoltle ſpeaketh only of infants , then he ſpeaketh not” ſo generally as God 
ſpeake to Abraham ſaying I wilbe thy God, & the God of thy ſeed ', for in that: 
ſpeech you ay althe ſeed is comprehended whitherof yeeres er vnder yeeres , yea 
fervants, pupils,children by adoption, &c.Sothat expound it as you wil, it cannot. 


ney 
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4-4 are to'bee efteemed Holy 8 vnder the covenant til they manitef! the contras 


'xy; & lſay,that they mutt maniteſt that they are Holy before they can bee citec« 
-med Holy:8& that you cannot prove that aſſertion from the Scripture ; & the peo 
ple of che lewes Abrahams carnall Children were Holy when they declared the 
contrary by their finnes, Exo.19.6,compared with-Excd. 32.9.& 33-3.5, ſoatethe 
.Children of the Faithtul holy though they.be vabeleevers as the wite is holy though 
.an vnbelcever. | 

Finally you fay :: -God hath ſaid to all-rhe Faithful', 1yilbe thy God & the God 
.6f thy feed 7 1deny it vetezly 3 God ſaid that ovly to Abtaham, Geneſ.17.7. 8 


Whither you expound it literally,or Spiritually , Iavouchconfixently againit you. 


8 al men that the meaning of it is not, thatGod-made his covenant with the fayths 
Full man , orthe Faythful -woman & their infants begotten of their Bodyes; but 
that literally the meaning is , Iwillbe God vato thee Abraham & thy ſeed ac- 
cording.to the Flesh to give them the Land cf Canaan 2: & Fo it is expounded 
:Genel.17,8. OrSpiritually the meaning is,I wil give vnto Abrakam the Father of 
the Faithſul,8 al that are his Spiritual ſced,everlaſting lite, which is the true Land 
of Canaan ; Thelatter-whichisthe:truth being prog by the former which is 
the type 2 8& $hew mec ia all che Scriptures that God ſaid to every Faithful man 
.& woran{for you muſt prove it ſpoken.of women aswel as-men ) that he willbe 
Ged vnto them 8 their ſeed; For I would fayne know why the covenant should 
vnte the mfanes of the Faithful;it:wilbe faid bicauſe of the kathers Fairh:this is 
talſedoQryne;For the Prophet teacheth that every man $hal hve by his owne faith 
& that one mans faith canot conveigh the covenar of juſtificatis to another neither 
can one mans fin cnt of another fro m the covenant as this doCtrine importeth; hut 
«he ſoule that finnerh it Shal dye. | 
Neither wil it avayle to picad that the covenant.made with Abraham was an 
everlafting covenant: For'beritk gnolam in the original doth not import a covenant 
of everlaftmg continuance,but a covenant hard continue bus proper tyme: For 
gnolam _— any hiddentyme,or any ſet tyme of any length, as 5. yeeres the 
£yme of the jubiſe : Burtlet it be graunted that the covenantmadewith Abraham, 
Gen. 17.7, wasthe everlaſting covenantmadewith Abraham. in reſpeR of Chriſt, 
{which yer Tdo notſee proved)what thentshal it follow thar.bicauſe it was withA- 
braham 8 the Faithſull whither Iewes ar Gentils beleeving actually 2s Abraham 
the Father did: Therforit is made with the Faithfulmen who is the child of Abra- 
ham :  & with his children begotten-of his body which havenot Abrahams actual 
Faith, 8 ſo are net the children of Abrahamyl deny it vtterly ; Forthe Apoſtle ſaith 
the ſeed is but one to whome the promiſes were made, viz: Chriſt or the actual be- 
leevers:Far Chriſt dwelleth in the of men by Faith onely.Gal:3,15. Eph.g.17. 
Bur if it bee-made with the Faithful who beleeve «Cixaly which is one ſead whither 
Tew or Gentil,& the infants of the Faithful carnally begotten of then body, which 
isanother ſeed , (tor they arc nat begoeten of the immortall ſecd of regeneration:) 
then ra2 covenant is made withthe ſeedes which are many - & that s direaly 
contrary the Apoſtles wordes, | Gall, 3.16, Therefore the oneſeed is perſons ac- 
eul'y brlecving,8 aQually juitified by the rightcoulnes of Fayth, as ROE 
Ie . | : Father 


{ ww 


BD = EH Kck.Clifron &1o yeh; . pig ay 
,--— > qd Faichful-was, Ruman, 4. 31.- whence this Argument may bee 


Abrahamis the Father ofa! them that aftually beleeve.. 
Infants donet attually beleeves 
Ergo, Abraham is not the Father of tnfants:& fe infants are not vnder the coys 
nant of. Abraham | | 
JE —_ covanam was only to Abrabams one ſeed, that is only tothe. be« 
: Evers. 
Infants-arenot aQuall belcevers. 
Ergo»Abrahams covenant is notto infants; & ſo infants arenor ynder the eyey 
i atting covenant of Abraham. * | 
- Againe. They that are the child:en oi Abraham,dathe workes of Abraham. 
- * Infams cannot do the workes of Abraham.. 
Ergo infants ave not the chuldren of Abraham;8& ſo not yndetthe covenant 6f- 


| Abratiams 
Againe.l reafon uno ries Parent not ynder the everlaſting covenant made with 
Abraham shal not.be baptized, 


Infants arenot vader the everlaſting. covenant of Abraham, 
Ergo:infants are not to be baptized. . 
Theſe& many other:ſuch Arguments may be coleCted aut of the anfiver to this. 
fourth Argument of yuurs;bur theſe shal ſuffice,.. | 


Mrs; Rich. Clifton: 
I, Corinth. IlO,g I, ds.- 


If che infants ofthe Ifraclites were baptized.inthe cloud & in the ſea , aswell as+ 
their parenes, what lerteth the infants ot beleeving parents vader the goſpel , to bee- 
likewiſe partakers of baptiſme asgwel-2s they?- 

The foumer the -Apoſlle affirmes, 1.Cor.10-:T:2; &therefore. good 'warrant: 
muſbbee shewed.., that our infants are cut of from-this priviledg . that the lewes 
Children. had.. And.ifthe former: Bapriſme of the lewes was a. Type of our- 
Baptiſme , then mult there bee. aw- agreement betweene the Type , & the: 
_—_ Typed: ,. which..is not:,.. if our Children bee not baptized , as wellas 

ene1rs; f : 

The depriving-ofour Children of the Sacrament,js toshorten the Lordsbounty-: 
towards his people of the New Teſtament -, thatbeing denycdto their children, 
which-God gavero his people,& tothew infants.vnder the Law, js tov deny them-. 
(ia reg of theirſeed) the like aſſurance & comfort, which the lſr2elites had of * 
theirs, Andſoto make our eſtate worſe & more:yncomfortable then theirs was: 

& yer the Prophets prophecyed of the grace that shonld came to-vs;& didinquire 
& ſeach after the ſame.r,Pet.1.10- ey. 

Glad tydings were preached-toAbraham his ſeed ts infants of eight diyes old 
Gal. 3,8, And this before Chriſt came in the Flesh ', therefore much more he 

being come,is joyful rydings brought ynte vs & our infants. & {0 are we ta heleve 
| | We: that the grace 
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Tohn Smyth. 
Your-5.argument is taken from 1.Cor, 16. 1:2, framed thus, 
- 'Tthe.inſits of the Iſraclites-were baptized in the cloud& inthe ſca,afivel as their 
parents, whatletterhthe infants of beleving parents vader the goipel to be likewiſe 
,parakers of bapriſme aſwel as they? | 
©** Theformer the Apotile afirmeth, r.Cor,10.1-2;&therfor good warant muſt be -f| - 
-Shewed that our infants are cut of from' this priviledg.that the Iewes children hads 
that baptiſme being a type of our baptiſme, 
To Nis argument.I make anſwer: by framing the like argument. 
If their intants did eate the ſame Spiritual meate & drink which the parents.did 
catetthen.why may.not our.unfants being able to cate & drinck ,cate.&.drinck the 
Lords Supper? | 
'The former the Apoſtle affirmeth, 1. Cor. 10. 1.2.8: therfor good warrant muſt be 
-Shewedthat aur infants are.cut of-from that priviledg:& thoſe ſacramets were types 
of our Sacraments. | 
Againe, lanſwer.more properly thus:That ther $halbe aproportion betwixt the 
'T'ypeS&.the truth, that bapriſme of the cloud8 ſea,& our bapriſine,viz:that as yeng 
& old.carnal Iſraelites were baptized in the cl oud& ſea,fo yong& old Spiritual true 
Uraclites $halhbe baptized by the baptiſme of reperance;& as the carnal parents with Y. 
;their carnal.children were baprized in type:So Spiritual parents with their Spiutual 1 
<children,that is ſuch as are-xegenerate by the word & Spirit,shall bee baptized with 
, - => 4, para of repentance for the remiſſion ot finncs , which is baptiſme ig 
;fnt | ; 
Further [:ſay:That our infants $hal have a priviledg farr greater then the infants 
.of the Iſraelites had in-that typical baptiſme:For they by it were only baptized into 
Moſes &-the Law: That by it they mightlearne Moſes, & in Moſes the truth inChr. 
as it were vnder a vele:but our infants vnder the goipel shal have the dayly inſtitu- 
tion & education of Faith ful-parenty, which-is infinitely ſuperiorco.that darke peda 
£ogical baptiſme,& al-the baptifmes 8& ordinances of the old Teftament: Seing that 
with oper. facethey may inthe preaching of the goſpel ſee Chrilt lefus, & not vader 
the vele of Moſes, 7 
Moreover | deny that che baptiſine of the cloud 8& ſea was a «ype of the external 
bapriſme of the,new Teſtament,in the abftrat;but itwas axype of our baptiſme in 
the concrete;thart 15 the baptiſme of the cloud did Type ox ourbaptifrean the 3. 
Parts.therof,viz:1.The baptiſme of the Spirit,z, The declaration of Faith & repentan- 
ceche antecedent of baptiſme with water, 3. The ourward wathing with water a 
Manifeſtacion of the foreſaid particulars : & all theſe 40 bee conferred yppon in- 
mw ng tionable to thoſe infants , that is , New bore babes im }] 
Chret. | | | 
And whereas you farther alledggrarit your infants bee nat hoptzed.che: Lords 
w, W..- Downty 
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'bounty'is shortned'ro vs '& our infants; ourconfort isdiminiched in;rEpettat our 
iafants which they had in reſpeR of theirs; & the goſpel is-not. preached to ur in- 
fants as it was to theirs; IJanswer that Godsdounty, our-confort in reſpect of our 
infants,6& the preaching ot the glad tydings of the goſpel.is as-hrge & ginpleevery 


_ way toour infants as to theirs ; For Gods bounty of the actual exhibiting and 


fealing the eve:laſting-covenant-to Abraham & al his :carvall infants was never  ex- 
canc inthe Old Teſtament ; Neither were theparents-in circumciſing their infants: 
cogforted intie aflured conferring of it vppontheir infants : . & circumcifion did 
not ſo plainly preach Chrilt.chen as he -is preached now to-infants; but what could 
rhe preaching of Chriſt profit infants either then in types or now in truth £2 Ney- 
ther doel think that the Lord ever intended te teach rhe infarr any thing at that in 
itant,bur afterward hee was to learne that which the Schoelemr. | cireumcifion vp- 
on his Flesh raught him? viz ; the circumciſion ofthe harr; & if you 2 that ſa 
infants baptized are ts be inftructed, I anfwer,that-in-che New Teſtament by bap— 
time wee maniteltwhac wee have,namely,the inWard-baptiſme ., whereas in the 
"Old Teſtament by circumciſion they earned what they had not bur ought 
'to- have, viz : The inward ctrcunmcition of the hart, &m ortification of the finne- 


Mr, Rich. Clifton, 4 
| : Mat, 28. 19, ws oe! OY) 

Tf Chriſt gave a commaundement. for the publishing of his covenant & admitn- 
{tring of bapriſine the {eale therof xo al-nations:thenare the belevingGerils 8 their 
nfancs to receavethe ſame, |. --. hoird 26:01 3:4, 11,19 ya! | 

Bat the firttis true, Mat. 28. 75,Ergo the latter alſous true, AR. 13-48, 26.1 4- 
T5.32.-93- ESTT OI 1 0 G aG STOR [os 
Fo t wil be objeCed againſt che Mayor, that it followesmor, that t he infants areunp 
' More bound-to receave baptiime,then they are bound whyleſt they are infants a 
receave the word, butthe wordthey cannot receave,crgod anſwere,-that the conm- 
mizunderhentis genctaltoal nations ; ' &therfor 8s Abrahatnitihe thould n& have 
'obeyed tothe Lord cummaynding himtoricumciſe-himſelſe,& al his family , yea 
the infants, heshould greveuſly have zebelled againſt God. 2 Sawhoſoever of the 
Gentils 5 hal not beleve & bebaprized borh himlelfe &'hisſeed , Shall have no part 


. Hor portion ih the inheritanceoFChrilt ; Scing kecuts himlelfe of &:his leedtrom 


'the-covenartt of God, Gem, v3Vuge!' | 2471.0 

And theagh . iufanrs bee het -rapable :of the- preaching Gf the covenant, 
{which notwithſtanding "they ave bound-vars, ; as. they, Shall come to Yyeres 
'of diſcretion) 'yet are*they: capable of-vhe'ifeale 2; as before is Shewed ,* & 
therefore by 'verruc of this-penerall comtnzundement:. Mat. 28; 19, a1e ro bee 
Baptized, © + by 7 Or oaty FE Hr ng 
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fe if Chriſt gaye. a commaundemeut.tor the publish ing oſhis covenant &. adent-- 
-* +» giltring of baptilme the lealethereof co al naitons ; thea are. the beiceving. 
gen: &_cherwrintants cozeceave the lame, 
Bu the firit is crue;Mat.28,19.. Ergo the latter alſo.is true, Act, 13.4$,& 16.. 
4-15-32 33s, . 

The errors of this argument I wil diſcover in order : Fiſt I deny that baptiſme is 
the leale of the cavenanc of the new. Teltament: Secondly I deny that circumciſion, 
was the (cale'of that eyerlatting covenaat that was made with Abraham in reſpect 
ot Chriſt; Thirdly, baptiſme cheifor doth not ſucceed in. the place of circumeition, , 
ther beingonly a chandg of the ceremony. (as you pretend) the covenaut being the . * 
ſame,theic threpuricutazs are already proved. Fourthly. 1 deny,that though Abras - 
bam who had a 1pecial commaundement,did circumciſe his male infants, theretore:: 
Chriſtians vppon this general commaundement, Mar. 2.8.1 9.5hal baptiſe their infants . 
Ejttbly,} ſay rarhcr che contrary-is hence proved , bicauſe Chriſt commaundethto- 
baprite only thoſe chatare by reaching made Diſciples .(tor ſo the word matheteu- 
fate fignitierh)therfor infants are by expreſie prohibition excluded, & it is as it Chr. . 
$hould ſay,l wil have you make them Diſciples 8 baptiſe them that are made Dif=- 
Ciples by teaching & no other: & ſo .Chriſt exprefly excludeth. infants, Laltly,I deny 
that inants are capable of baptiſme , for they cannot confefle chcir faith & their 
Knnes,neitther declare that they are baptized inwardly with.the Spit , & fo cannot. 
outwardly by the baptiſme with ater declare the ſame, but are in every reſpect vat. 
able-cherro, & vncapable chereof. SE / 

Hence therfos, Lrezſon-againſt baptifing infants. . | 
x,. They only areto be baptized that are made Diſciples by ceaching,.. 
, - - Infants cannoc be madeDiſciplesby teaching. - 4 - 
Ergo, Infants ate nat to be baptized: Secondly I reaſon thus, 
2. Every precept affirmacive.conteyneth.a negative vnder it, 
Make Diſciples by teaching& baptiſechem, is an-affirmative conteyning, vader . 
ic, baptize not thaſe that are not. made Diſciples.by teackung... | 


Ejpo.ghoſechar are nat by teaching madeNiſciples,are by Cluiſtforbiddea to, 
be bapeized:&ſo infants .are nat to be. baptized, © - © | 
3- Thirdly 1 reafon;thus... STR 0 
Fhey-thar are vocgpable of baptiſmeare not to..bs baptized... : 
Infancs-are-yncapable of. baptiſme:Seing baptilmecontifting of the inward bop, | 
ume of the Spirir,exprelied. þy confell;onm word, 8&cwashing with wateris.. 
action:jafants.are.yncapable of the two former parts.of baptiſmc.. 
- Erxocinfants axe net,to'be baptized with water which.jsche latter. . | 
44. Fthe new Teftamen, be-as cleer & perſpicupus as the o!d,& Chiilt the Media- - 
eerof.che ngw Tettament, as; fairhfull as Maſcs the. Mediator of che ol4 Tettament: : 
the perſans to be bapriled, & the canditis of baptiſme, 8&'the tyme of bapciſme . 
ae as, deerlySe: faithfully deſcribed ia the inftitutis. of bapriſine, as the pexſon;con» 
dition & vyms of cireumeiſion.... 4 1117 1: ; | 
Bur, forpedabept:ſinggalor is.0oexpreſſe deſcription of the perſon;conditicn, or - 
exon of.chour brprfmcaieſit pyſne::thars hoftcvidgncly,g (apfull y ſet-- 
es W.NE. 
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| -Kownetheperſans,coudition, & tyme of adminiftringit, viz *. perſons conteſling 
: their finacs, Mur,3.6.Wwaeras;periuns impenitent were pur by, Mat-3.7=1 2.-com 
.xed with Lus.7. vi,29-30, Pccions beleeving, Act.8-12. 13.87 vf.3 6-38, perſons thar 
:h1d receaved the holy Gaoft, & expreſied rhe ſame by prophecying, Act, 10.46=4T 
, perſons penitent, Acte2, 38.perſons that are by<ceaching made-Diſcjples, Mat28,19, 
Tak Ns peaſims borne againeloh, 3.3.-':- : Wii2s? Os | 
Therfor fuch perſons areo bee baprized' who'are thus patticularly deſcribed, 
\Wherein che new Feltament 5 as..cleer' as' che Qld -, & Chrilt the + ator 
- 4. ® Faythfull:as Moſes ; & no-other :but :thefs*; -For it others bee, then is 'nor 
 JÞ* +the New Teſtameat focleer as-the Old,norChcilt as-Faichful as Moſes, which -20-fayp 
7 :35-£0 blafpheme. TEINS IP 
Mr. Rich. Cliſton. 
* rt HYPO EBONY IO RICUIOLS =. ; 55:5 
'Ealtly;;'the Apo os rr is our infirutisn,burtheybaptized nor onely'the 
maſter o Ped ering belceved;butal his howſhold.AQ.36-1 5-33- Therefore 
'now alſo the.like15 to be done; &lo conſequently+the infants are-to be baptized, for 
they arempary,o trhe family. 8 that infants are of the faniily,ſee-Gen,45.,18, where 
Iofcph bad lys brethita;rake theit Fatherybe their Howichoolds +48: cometo-him, 
oh in-chap-/ 45.*5.7: it is ſaid they cafidd'their Children & wives in harets, n0- 
thing herebythat-children were ol-the howſehold-, cls had theynocommaunde- 
thent to have Garied them into Egypt,ſee alſo v{izy. & Exo.1.25. its faid,bicauſe 
the Midwyves feacd God,theretore lie made themhowſes, in1,Tim, 5, $:che Apo- 
Ke faith; he thar providethinor forhts owne;& namely for tham vf bis homhold, 
he denycth the farth/8&c.Now I would aske if childre beexempred fromehehowlE- 
hold in any of theſe places , orin any otherwhere is mention made © fa-particular 
howrhold. Therefore this argument wilprove that childieri were baptized -, vales 
xc can b:e shewed that they were ſpecially exempted. & if the holy ghoſt ave 
mar-exempted them, who dare d9 it ,againlt 2 general commaundement 'of baprt- 
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fing alnations, 


" Tohn "Smyth." © | 


i. Your 7. argumentistaken from AQ,18.15.33-tramed thine, 

) The Apoſtles pradkiſeis ourinſtryCion. Et CENENT 
28 94 baptized not only the Mr. of the Family Which beleved;bar al his how: 
mold: AC. 16,15.33, | £4 bÞ 7 
* Therfor now fo the like is eo be done: & ſo confequently infants are xobebud 
zized, for hey area part of the family. I, : 

I make answer to this argument confelling ir wholy,But yet denyiag the ronſs, 
euent of your conclufion 2 Fort doth not follow bicanſeal the kowshold bf Ly» _ 
ia & the Gaylor were baprized;chartherſor infants were baptized ';' you thai ie 
What exceptions 1take, | = | 


_ Fit, lfay though infants are apart of he Buoy Whinrths favily hath oy 
A ag 


P 


peg-a$i | i Pages betwixt Ma: - 
2) ex i totirndvfollow\that wherſncver therivmenton made of 2: Family: , tht: 
aherefore; that Family had anfangs uw it; 2 except: therefore-ir. bee proved that: 
the f.mily of Lydia,&:the family of theGaylor had infants ja it-, this allegatis is nas; 
Tung. : oro va 9-443 8 1 

| Secondly,by this reaſon you might prove that Lydias Husband , & the Gaylors. 
wifc,& their children of 40. yeeces old, & their Sexvants:of 60.yearcs old, were bap+ 
tized:For al theſe areparty.ot aBanuly;yert dupole'youwilnotfay. they were, al of 
them baptized, except you canprave;thatiiydiabad aHysband,or the: Gaylar:had 
a wite,or children-of 46.&.{ervantsgt:co.yceres:old:yaur argumer therfor.is-weak 
prefuppoſing che chipg.thats ju.gueſtion, 1 eng 

Thirdly,it it were yeelded that ther were inſants in Lydias Family,&n theGay- 
lors,d=th it therfor tollow. that they were baprized2nothung lefi: < that I will de-- 
Clare thus, | {3 MeHIUI Nt ; 

x. You ſay that tothe baptifing of the Gaylors wife , 8 children of yeeres of 
Kifcretion ther was necefſatily,requized kaii&repentance,orels-they.weremmort bap» 
rized: 2 iSoſay; I that bieauſeantants cannot beleeye &repent, though they were.in 
the Family yt Shalghey, not bedaptuzegdiFor the is one.conditie.required for al per 
feng to bebaptized-1s, fires 67h 226 2ni at 7301 35.0 ph ot 300 tov 1 th 
..:14.. 16ays tha; alhoughatbeſajd thatalrierpeceynedoheGaylogwerc hap 
tized;yerrit is allg-ſaid th 3x That howard was-preached to :all ghas wereih bus 
how: & vl. 34-Thacal his bowfehold beleeved, & how.cametheir £21 b.bux bythe - 
word pcached vſ. »,Scingtherfor that al chat were baptized.in rhe, Gaylors Aake 
-belecyed by the preaching of the wordinfants that cquid,natbeleeve.by, the. prea-. 
ching ofthe word, were, not, baptized ithe had any ;befides it was a meryailays di- 
Conpas eymeatmiduight to wake children, 850 bring, chena before.the Applies 

r dapeume,. i 1368 " $250.07 196 UH en eta iq: biel 
3+ oy. That for Lydias Family-it is not ſaid that all her howſehold waSbap- 
tized:- ot-if it had been.{o {aidyyet igfolloweth not that every, , particular perfan of 
ber Early was-baptized. .« For Mat, 3, 5:6,1; is ſaid that al Fo yent out to.loha 
8 were baptized of him, confeſling their finnes : yet hencc it cannot. bee .conclue 
ded that all & every one.that went out were baptized ;- or thar all & everyone 
went out to bee baptized :; no mgve.can ttbee proved that bicauſe it is faid that. 
Lydias Family was baptized, that therefore all & every particular perſon was bap-. 
vized ', but as Mat: 3-6, valy rhey chan confellad cherhnnes...;. & as Akt. 16.3 23=-, 
34. onley they that beleeved by the worg..preaghed ,ycre. baptized-., ſo was itr 
with-rham of L;ydias Fargaly-that were baptized:For.the Apaites I .doudt not kept - 
ons order, 8 required the ſame conditiens in a) that they baptized: Sothas bu.that 
which hath þega,Gaid.ehe vanity. pf thisargumene is manifelied;& it.is proved plaini- - | 
ly that none were baptiſed in the Gaylors Farily, but. only they that beleyed jafter - © 
the word preached; & ſq.infantsdpecially» are exempted, if he had any in.his family; 
———— wh A EEC A wa 34: 
« "Hence.therfor.Lrealon-rhus againſt baptiſing infants... ,. | | 
3«. The Apultles prdttiſe apt hs, 9g as  eT-= oy 
+ * By the Apofilcs in baprifag howſchalds. + rt, preached the word to al that: 
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2 Rich.Clifton & Tohn Smyth. _© ſas 
were in the Family, Act. 26. 32,. & then the beleeving were baptized , vſ.. 


34+ 33 | | | 
Ergo: They only that by. the preaching of the word were converted & belee- 
| ved were baptized, AgaineI reaſon thus, | 
2. That whichthe Apoſtles practiſed1a one Family,they. practiſed in all: Familyes 
that they 6 av : 
Bur in the Gaylors Eimily ,. according to Chriſts commiſſion, Mat. 28. 194 
They firſt made. them Diſciples bþy preaching the VVord 3. Act. 16:5. 


32—34, : _ 
Ergo:So they practifed in at Familyes. 2 8 therfor in the Family of Lydia, of. 
Criſpus, Act.18.8.. ef the Ruler; Iohn,4.43: & ſono infants- were: baps- 


tized, j 
And tht shalſuffice for answerto your arguments. 


"Mr, Rich. Mr; ; Thr 
Herevnto I wil adjoyne ſome teitimonyes of the Fachers,not to prove that chil-- 
dren ought to be baptized, which is tobe done,8e is by che Scriptnres already pro- 
ved. ;. but to 5hew the practiſe. hereof in auncient' Churches, Auguſtine: ( as 
"Thadalledged )' writing to lerome , Epitt. 28.. chap. 5. Saich Cyprian-not ma- 
*king atiy new decree , bur firmely obterving the Fayth- of the Church , judged: 


*with his felfowy.Bishops”; that as ſaheas one was: borne +, he' might Lawfulty 


bee baptized. . SesCyprian Epiſt, to Fidus. And writing againſt the Donatilis, 


| Lib, 44+ Chap. 23. & 24. ſaith , tharthe bapriſme of infants was noe- deryved: 
*from the authority of man ,. neither of counſels: , but from the tradition or dock 


tryac of che Apoitles, Ciril: yppon Lev? Chap. 8, approverh the bapriſme- off: 
infants \, &condemneththe iteration of baptiſme, hr eps nb Romart 

faych', rhat the Chucch received baptiſme ot infants from the Apoltles: Nazianzts 

nuz in Ogat...in S., Lavacrumn. 3, fſaich. :. That bapriſme agreeth to every age. , to: 
every Condition ef lite , to all men, if thou haſtan infane., thac is Santtifyed. 
fronr his infancy , yea: from: the finger ends it is conſecrated . After bee: 
faith”: * Some man wil ſay , . what ſayeſt thou. ef infants which neither kriow what 

praceis nor payne -, what $hal wee baptize thoſe? -& he Anfweres, yea-verily. . 
Amb: Eb: 2. de Abrah. Chap. rt. Speaking - of baprtiſme, faith, nether Old | 
m1n nor proſolite , nor infant.is to be excepred,bicauſe every age js guilty of fins, . 
& therefore {tands nede of the Sicrament! Theſe & many others of the Fathers. 
doe beare witneile according to the Scriptures of the Lawtullnes of the. baptiſm 

of iſents.,. : : | 

Ttohn Smyth. 


And heer for a-cone'ufion yon produce the Fathers:T ſay that the producing of 
Fathe's wh: al of then h«{d plenty of Antichriſtiin . herefies ,,, Shal avayle voune 
thing in your cauſe: & yon thatdeny the telkmony of Fathers contrgry te the (crip 
tures,how.can you. with any color of equity produce Fathers againſt Ys ina caſe.co-- 
naryto the. Scripture , is it not to ſe darknes again light. ?- d6e not'yor! 
6, E- 3; 7 NY 


| $2320. Paſſages 'berwixt' Mr, | | ne” 
, -—+- pM at the Fathers even cvery oac of them brought kis Rone ts the building 

.of the Temple of Aatichriſt:bu.l knoiy your dritr.in:t2c producing of Fathers, vizs FT 
Firit to ſer a gloze yppon your Antichriſtian hereſy ot baptilingintants. Secondly te 
draw the-world into ditlke ofthe L.truth; .but.it ama shouldproduce teftimonyes 
.of Eathers againtt your Seperation,againit you in the caſe of Prelacy,Preiſthoad , & 
Deaconry,rcad prayer, & other parts of your caule, what would you an{wertw ould 
.not you {ay,that.they were teitimonyes of men living in corupt tymes ., contrary to 
the Scriptures, &c.Evenio ſay Ito you; bur you [ay that you do not biing teftirzo- 
ay of the Fathers,to prove any thing:wel then:you-confeile they pievenething:ree 
member thac,& let al mentake noticethat you produce teltimonyes that you ſay 
provenothing:but why do you produce teſtimonyes of the Fathers : Ferſooth,ta 
:Shew-che practiſe vf auncient Churches;bur al thoſe Churches were Antichriſtian 
by your owne.contcfſion:& what doth antiquity Antichrittian,or vniverſality ane 
zichriſtian help you agaialt:the trurh?LheriorT ſay: The truth needeth not the telki 
moay of Antichritt ; & old voiverſal antichriftian £1 rors shal nat prevaylc againſt 
che.rurh:1 have shewed you.chat fromthe beginning ir yas not thus:go;baptiſme 
of iafants.is a No velty:bur let vs Shew you ſome footlteps of the bringing in of bap 

| ys ry rr our of the Fathets. 

Heocicus Pantaleon:Chronolog.tol.x6.fatth ; Viftor Apher inthe yeer 153. ore 
apmgphar at Ealter baptiſme Should be inditferently admuniltied to al;hence then 
& tallowerhthat before his.cyme only ſuch as were Catechiſcd in the Faith were. 
.baptized;Forhewould not decree that heathen should be baptized, : 

' . Euſebws,EccleſHiſtor. Lib. 7, 8.faith that Novatus rejected the Holy tap- 
giſine,& overthrew the Fayth 8& confeſſion which was accuſtomed before bapiif 
ane : whereby it appeareth that Fayth & confeſſion. were. required betore bap» 
$1{ine., and therefore the rudiments theieoff Mill remayne , that in Bapit-- 
ding of iofanes , a confcllion of finne , and Fayth is required of the ſuretyes 
QI parents. 

The ſame Euſeb. Lib.1s. Chap.15. reporteth the flory of Arhanafius baptiſing 
Children in ſport; which baptiſme was approved (thuugh done in ſpore) by Alexane 
ger Bb,of Alexandria, after that he by examination had found that the children had 
queſtioned & anſwered according tothe manner of the Catechumeni inbaptiſme: 
whecby.it appearech that then only perlons by contellionot-their Faith &:fins were 
admnrcd.cc baptiſme in Alexandria. : 

Hofius: Perricovienk confell.de fide,chap,z7, faith thartheſe:erwo are Apoſtic - © 
eraditios, which the Scriptureteacheth not:viz:that ther are 3 perſons& one God: {| 
& thar Dionifius & Origen dye teltifie baptiſme of infants to bean Apoflical tradi- 
£208 :; Now you know thar their Apoſticall traditions were antichiiſtian inven» 
5085, 

Polydor.Virg.Li.g.Chap,q de inventoribus rerli. ſaith chus: It was in viewith 

he auncientsthat perſons of yecres(ſere)in a manner should be baptized clad with 
whytc garments; La-tantius, 

Candidus cyredirwinitidis-exerciens vadis; 

AIQUE v.EEWS vithum purgatin amne 20ys. 
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 And'this was performed atEalter& whitſonude except in necefſity;in the meane- 
tyme til the Featts of Eaſter & whitſoatyde came they wete catechiſed ; this teſts 

many is of good.ialtrution- | 

Lugdovicus Vives, writing vppon the firit book of Auguſt: de Civitate dei,. chap.. 
27-ſaith:that in.auncient tymes ao man was baptized bur perſons of yeeres', who- 
couid ynJzritand wha: che myſtical water fignitied, & required -baptiſme ofter their: 
once: & the-for now. the infant to be baptized .is demaunded.three tymes,it hee wil 
be baprized, for whome the ſuertyes anſwer,yea . 

Eraſmus Rotrodamus in his annotations vppon. the fifth-of the! Roman. ſaith, 
that. in Pauils tyme it was not. receaved , that infants Should bee Bap- 
tized. 

Thus have I thought good roshew you teſtimonyes of men: & fo by ſetting mi 
againſt man, to lead you & vs al trom mn to the holy Sctiptures, which is the rock' 
wherevppon we may ſafely build. ; whichas you have heard flatly forbiddeth the: 
hbaptiling of iniants , who canaot bee made Diſciples by ceaching.. Mat, 28. 19. 
lohn. 4. 1» 


Myr, Rieh.. Clifton, 


Now. let vs come to confidet of thareaſons alledged to the contrary ,the firſt of: 
thems this, | 

2. Bicauſe there 1s-neither precept nor example inthe New. Teſtament of any. in- 
fants thatwere Baprized by luhn. , or Chriſts Diſciples , onely they that did! 
confefſe theire finnes , & conſette theire Faith: , were baptized, Marc, 1. 44. f+: 
Act, 6, 37- 
| Anſwere.. 

Firlt,this reaſon being brought inco forme, wil be wray the weakenes of it' 2 For: 
fuppole that Sheuld be grauate that thece were nether a ſpecial commaundement- 
or example.in the prachie of lohn-or Chr.Diſciples,for the bap:iſmg of infants , yee- 
may it notwichſtanding be lawful co bapeize rhetn',.. namely,if by-ſome conſequece-: 
xt may be githered our of the Seripture. And this may be dank by good. warrant 
fiom the example of our Saviour Chrilt, Mat, 2 2:31.32. wher reafoniag . againitthe:: 
Saduces concerning the reſugretion, proves it by an.argumient neceſſarily drawer! 
from Exo. 3:6, where no ſach-thing was exprefſ2ly mentioned.. And thus heccaught: 
viſually & refuted his adverſaries; 3 the Hiltory of the. Goſpel witnefſeths,,. Afver the 
fame manner doth Paul in his Bpifſt-. ro the Romanes 8&.Gal:. prove juſtifcatioe by. 
Faith onely without works of the law.this he did not prove by alledging.avy'place- 
m al the old Teſtiment in plaine termes affirming ſo much, but by conclufions of 
necefdiry conſequence fromthe Scriptures. 8& to this purpoſe mighrdivers other ity: 
Kances be aledged. So likewiſe if we'prove the baprifing of infants by vnanſwerable:- 
arguments out of the. Old: & New; Teſtiment (thoughwe cannot Shew.any playne - 
precept or example,)yet may.1ve vppon-watrantthereof,not ſeare to bapriſe themy. 
For the author of this reaſon; him-ſelte cannor ,thar bork he 8&.we muſt:beleve- 
diverſe things wich: wee gather outof the Scripeures by necellary confliggence; 

| : | that WE- 


"2 P 
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shat wer'shall not find in exprefle words. As that there bee three perſons in on 
.Goghead, ithat the 19nne is Homouſlios,thar is ot the lame ſubſtance with the Fa« 
eher;:Now tuch expreſſe worus cannot bee shewed inthe Scripture , & many ſuch 


_ Secondly,alſ2 if this argument be ſufficient to barre children from the Sacra« 
aneat of baptaſine, then is it as.ſufficient.to kepe back women from the Lords Sup< 
per ., for-rhereis.no ſpeciall,precept , nor yer example that VVomen Should ' / 
jpertake of the Lords Supper , butthe Lawfullnes thereof is onely proved. by con=, * 
iequence, bicauſe they are within the covenanrt,& are pertakers of the'Sacrament of 
-bapriſmt,thus che weakenes ofthis reaſon being manitelted,l will chirdly anſwers 
vnto:. | 
3- Thirdly;that ther.is boch.precept by Chriſt 8 example by -his Diſciples for | 
the bapriſing of .infants .as hath bene proved by my two laſt reaſons alledged to | 
prove the Lawfullnes of baptifing of infants z Commaundement -, 1 ſay, | 
Mar.2$.19.Goe teach al Kedron ti isno exception-of the child:cn 
of faithful parenrs:8 therfor:ther. being a Law once given, that thecovenant should 
be ſealed to.the infavts aswel as to the beleeving parents , the {ame Law of ſealiug | 
the-covenant mult ſtand (til in force to the parties(though the outward ſigne be cha 
-ged)excepr the Lawmaker do repeale it,og have ſet downe ſome ground tor there- 
pealetherof which mult be chewed 2: orels thiscommaundement doth bind vs & 
Our infancs 'to-receavethis ſeale of the covenant, And as forexamples we read' that 
the Apoltle.baprized Lydia & her howshold. Act. 16.15, &-the-Keper, & al that be- 
Jonged vato him,vſ.33.both which ſeming to be grear Families , 'it-is'nor likely that 
fy werewirthvur children, though th2.Evang: mention them ngts. SIE 
ut the exceprion.is thar-only fuch as did conteffe theirTinhes , "8 confelle thefr | 
Faith, were'baptized.I deſire that to be proved that only ſuch & no-othirs Were to 
be baptized. {-berrapng Labs jnfeat be STO. ro cal the-people to-reperance, .& fs 
i BLOKE + of the L, Mat. 3.3.& ſo-many as did repent& con'efletheir finnes 
He'baptzzed, bur didToby refule their-Children 1f they bronghy them rohur 2burit 
Sp he ſaid.ragrts ne:menti9 made.thar he didbaptiſe the, no more ay 4s ther that 
«hey were offered vnto hun, Theris no. nention thar the Diſtiples of Chrawere bij 


Sized, & yert.it were to bold a pait, 8& no doubt very falſe to Fino that they werk 


* ot baptized: Not al things that Iohn'did,nor'yerthat Chr,did, in the particulars art 
written lob,2.0.30.but the {ime therot. & cherforto gather an argument fro:hence, 
dycauſecher i5/no.mencionthat children werebaptized by 16hn,therfor they ought <" 
A9-to bebaptizedss 2 larger concluſion, then the premiſe wiltzeare. Þ& forthe reaſon 
taken fromrhe baptiling of the Evnuch, (Philip haptized no childre, when he bapt1- 
zcd the Evauch) 15. ef 00 waight;ro prove tmp therfor childs ought not to'be bap- 
Zized. Was.nurthe Evouch a Rtrager far from his country,now in jorney homewarT . 
& therfor not un that he Should have children with him ſpecially in ſack a tedi> 


US jorney, & mot knowing of. this accident. 


: +, John Smyrh, 


Wow jathe next place you proceed to wiake anfycr to my three arpancn 
! 0 &-% | > 3, w&! . 1: A '* agait 
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| againft baptiling of infants 2 In answer ro the firſt argument you ſay that it 1c beo 
brought into tagme ic will bewray the-weakenes of-3r :; Wel I will bring it inte 
- :form<&,& then ler vs ſtreng then it where itis weakezas thus . ; AT 
That which hath neither precepr nor example,is not to be done. 
-Bapriſing of infants hath neither precept nor example. 
Ergo, baprtiſine ot infants is not to be done. 
[Againe another-part of my Argument may bee-brought into forme thus. 
Thatwhich hath precept & example mult be practized; 
_ Baptiſing of perſons confelling ther finnes &'rheir Faith is commannded -, & 
was practited by Chriſt, lohn, & the Apoſtles. 
Ergo,thoſe perſons are the perſous to be baptized. _ | 
> My Argument thereſore. conbiſtirg of an affirmative which incudeth 2 
” mthegative 15 a5, I take it a forcible Argument : Let vs ſee your an{wer & 
- gxceptions, | ; : 
k © Firſt, you ſay that a conſequence neceſſarily drawnefrom the Scripture is ſuffici- 
”-ientro prove the baprifing of infants, though ther were no ſpecial commaundement 
* orexample:as Chrift proveth the reſurrection, Mat. 22. 31.32, out of Exod.3 .6. by 
\  :neceffary conſequent: S& as Paul in theEpiltles tothe Rom.& Gal. proveth juſtifica- 
* tion by Faich only without workes,by neceſſary conſequents;8 wee beleevemany 
” *hings that arerot expreſſed in Words: as 3.perſonsin one Gedhead, 8& that Chrilt 
is coefſenrial or-conſubſtantial ro the Father; this is yqur anſwer or exception:wher, 
- toT reply thus. - ; Mes 
© - *Alchoughanecelfary conſequence in al caſes shalprevayle, yet Tay the Lord cam 
| motleave vs1n this particular to neceflary conſequence he dealing plainly 8& Fayth- 
' Fully with vs:For ſeing the new Teftament is more manitett then the old, the Gol- 
” pl being with open face, the Layy being hid ynder the yele : 8 ſeing Chriſt is as 
” Faithfyl, yea much more faithtulthen al men, 8 thertor1s called Amen, the Fayth- 
 Ful& cue witneſſe: & ſo harh as mage} an al che ordinances of the 'nevy 
.TeRament as Moſes did che ordinances of theofd Teſtament : & ſeing Moſes hack 
Fet downe diſtint!y &-moſt plainly,the perſons with their qualifications to bee cir- 
cumcicd, 8&the circumftance of the tyme when-circumciſion wasto beadminiſtred? 
either Chriſt hatch as plainly & fally ſer downe theſeparticulars in the new Teſta- 
ment, or els the new Teſtament is not fo plaine as the old, & Chrift is not as Faythe 
*; ful a5 Moſes;For it had been eafily ſaid,goe teach,make Diſciples, & baptife then, 
& if they have any infants baptiſe rhem without teachingthemror thus {bapriſe's 
of yeeres whenthey confefle their finnes & their faith, bmthaptiſe al the infants v* 
zhe faithfil;tfhough they cannot confelle ar al their fins & ſaith, or it had bes eatity 
ſaid:Tohn baptized them thar confeſſe their finnes & ther yong cHAdrea alſo: dit 
220 fay that Chiilt, lohn, & the Apotlles leaveth direction for this maine mater, only 
by darke obſcure,fr fetchr,probable-conjeAures & conſequetns from th& old Te> 
- -Nament which was only typical, & is abolished in refpet of the Types , & that hb 
hirh notleft evident8& vadeniable ground for  diſtintly & expreſly in al the fore» 
aid particulars,is to ſay that Chriſt is notſo plaine & Faithful in his office prophea- 
cal,zs Noſes was , Who hath taught Athelc FER ſo diltiatly as aorhing \v 
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us; plaine : 8 therfor though l muſt needes yeeld that necefſary:conſequents are» | 
wue , yet 1 deny that in this caſe the Lord hath left vs to. cqniequents ,' &; | 
it is - - a truth , his Faythiul1e3s, . & the evidence of the new Teſtament, 
ſo ro do, ; | | 

Moreover feing that the new; Teſtament was wrapt-yp & preached obſcurely in ; 
the oldTeſtament, & the types therof,it was neceffary thatChriſt Should out: «t the | 
01d Teltamear prove the relurrectio, & Paul out of the.old Tettamer prove juſtifica- 
tion by faith without works; forthe lewes would not beleeve any thing cantrary 
to th: law or withour \warrant ofthe law: & the Gentils, namely the Galatians cf» - 
pecially, being ſeduced by them of the circumcifion, Act. 15. 1. mult needes have -- 
their mouths ſtopt by the law:8 ther were no Scriptures but the old Teſtament, 
&: the o:dinances of the new Teſtament could not be fo plainly drawne our of .the : ; 
o]d Teſtament without canſequents:dut new the new, Teſtament, bemg written, & . 
al.the ordinances therof plainly taughtby Chriſt & his Apoltles; why shal wee bee : | 
fent to obſcurityes, & conjectural conſequents,ſeing that wee may with open face : 
look into the glory of Chriſt,as it were into a glaſſe,& thercin.ſee al the beanty of ' 
the new Teruſalem agcleet as.Chriſtal, Revyel.21,11, 2.Cor. 3-18. & whereas you 
would ferch argumehrs from the old Teſtament to prove the bapriſme of infants, 
we having the cleer light of the new Teftament,you therin ſer vs to Schoole to the 

rudiments of the world,& put aſide the light of the ſunne at noone, &fſet vp a candle | 
as the Papiſts do in their funcrals: for although it be meetthat we attend ynto the : 
Prophets as vnto a light.shining in a dark place, yer (eing the day ſtar is come, & 
the ſunne of righteouſnes is riſen. yppon vs,let vs walk in this cleer light, 8 vie the. 
gther when we want. light,as withthe Iewes who deny the new. Teſtamene: & in 0» - 
ther like occaſions, | . _ 
., Beſides chxerinity of, perſons , & vnity of eſſence in the Godhead is proved by L 
plaync words, 1. Iohn. 5. 7.8 hereby. the Homoiouſia of Arrius is confuteds : | 
aSalfo'; Phil. 2. 6. & forthe word perſon it 15s, Heb.- 1, 3.. & the word God- - 
head is. Roman, 1. 20, $9 that he;eby you gett nothing $ butl ſay tif thae - 
whatſoever cann?t bee playply-shewed.in the New Teſtament, is not needfull ſar - 
v3 to know in the New Teſtament, 1} it þee an ordinance of the New. Teſtament xs: ; 
baptiſme.is .: but the trinity & vaity is no part of tke New Teſtament more then ; 
of the Old Teſtament ,& being common te both may be ſought out.of both, & fo , 
ary, o ther common truth. . . ; | 

. Finally,I ſay shew mee any neceſlary confequence for baptizing infants, eyther * 
eut.of the Old Teltament or New Teltamenc,& I yee'd ; but 1 defire it may wel 
bee obſerved, fiſt, rhat you are driven to'conſequents fer this matrer , & therein 
fnplc wirted. people may. eafily bee miſlead by a Logician..: Secondly, thar the - 
Goſpel of, Chriſt 1s for babes - 2 Mat. 11. 25. & therefore the moſt fanple perſor: - 
15;capalye of zt:8&:fo ther Shal need noobſcure confequents out of it:for they are nat 
able to comprehend them? & laſtly chae the. confequents that are brought avouch ; 
t9 he meter. hallucinatious & ſophiſmes,as T haye already declared &shat.doe here- - } 
atter more fly as they-Shalþe prodaced.” £ 
. Your ſecond amswer 8: exception is,that if want gf Special precept & ang, : 
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| + barr6zufants from baptiſme,ir $hal alſo barre weomen trem 'the- Lords Supper 3,1 


ny ir, tor in playne te rmes it is fatd : 1,Cornth.11.28, Let Anthropos,vizz. eys 
ther man or wo:ngn cate after examination 2. & Gal. 3.28. Ther is neither male 


- nor female in-Chcriit Ieius , but al are one, & 1. Corinth. 10, 17, wee that arc 


many are one bread, & one bo4y,being a) pertakers of one bread, 8 1. Corinth, '1 2, 


-I3s Whee have been al made to drink into one Spitit;& Dorcas is a Diſciple ; Act. 
9-35. & the Diſcjptes meet togecrher to break bread ., Att. 2e, 7, & the Diſci- 


- 


: ples.continned in breaking bread : Act.2.41.42. being frtt.3000. then 5000. 2+ 

: mongſt whom ther was Sapphyra,& the VVidowes of the Greczans, Att. 2, -4 ts 

.& 5.1, &: 6.1, & lo this exceprion is nothing to the purpole. _ | 
Yourchird answer & exception tolloweth, wherein you doe aftirme that there 


-15 both precept & cxample for baptiſing ifants,the Commaundemeut 1s, Mart, 28. 


19, Theexample 15 of the infants of Lydia, the Keper of the -priſon : Att. a6. 
:15.33* Tothele-lhave already given answer in the 6.8 7. reaſons going betore, 
: & therefore hold.it needles to 1epear it heer againe: onely one thing 1s heer to ibee 
. ans weredyglgat y ou objett-viz: That the Law once given of ſealing che infants as - 
, wel as pangMs, muiti bee retayned, except a repeale can bee shewed: lanswer, {be- 


[ſides that baptiſme is not the ſeale of the New Teſtament, but the Spirit -2 8&- that 


Ciicurncifion was-not a feale of the everiafting covenant made with Abraham in 're- 
ſpest of Chriſt bur of the Old Tetftament ), that w hen Princes 8 common wealths 
make Lawesto-endure but for atyme, when the tyme is expired then they are re- 
.pealed if they be avt reeftablished:So,though it were graunted that infants of 'the * 
-Old Tettament were by circumciſion ſealed to the covenant made in reſpect ofChr. 
which I peremptorily deny, yet ſeing the tyme of circumciſion is exſpired therfor in 
fants are not now £0 be ſealed(as you ſay )by baptiſme: for the exſpiring ofthe tyme 
1s the repealing of the Law : therfor vnril you can shew that baptiſme of infants 
male & {emale is in the new Teftament eſtablished;L wil defend that they are not to 


- be baprized eſpecialy rhe fem2le infants which were never appointed:to-becircutin 


ciſed;buc Lcount thefc but ſlender exceptions. TY ; 
In the laſt place you require proof that only perſons:that confeſſed their finues 5: 
'their faith were to be baptzzed:I prove it vnto-you thus. Srp 
2. They only-wete to be baptized that Chtiſt commaunded'to be baptized. | 
Perſons made Diſciples by:teaching,were only*commannded- to bee baptized 
by Chriſt, Mat-28.19. | | 
Ergo: perſons made Diſciples byreaching, were enly ro be baptized. _ 

'The minor of this argument: s evident, Mat:28, 19.wher this being the affiiftiatiye 
you shalmake:then Diſciples by teaching them, & then bavrite rhe: this mult necdes 
:be thenegarive,you shal not baptiſe them'ril youu have made them Diſcip es by tea 
.ching:& fo perſons tanght'were-baptized & they only. — 

2. Againe;confidering thariynevery affirmarive ther 15 included anegative;therfor 


+ :wherſoever an exatyple is that perſ,ns coſeſling the r linnes & theirfaith were bap- 


;tized, ther isfigniked that thoſerhar dil not confefle theirfins & their Faith were 
nur baptized -+ For wee muſt know'that the body'is oe 2 '& the Fayth'is one, & 
the-Spirit-onc ., &.the baprtiſme - 0hc ,, & the ſeed one's & thay there is Dot 

| | TS 2a 
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two iu Chriſt but one:Forin thenew Teſtament they know Godfrom the leaſt vn-: | 
' ro thegreacett, Heb.8.11. & they areal raugit of God, Toh. 6.45, & thelealt in the. * E-2 

Kingdom ot heaven 3s greater then Lohy. Mar, t 1.1 1,& this do 1 take to be a plaine. 

proot ot the poun waich you defire.. +7 | | i 
' 'You-ſay fu; rher that the reaſon why Iohn baptized no children , is for that they ? 
offered them not, wel:i ſay that his preaching was ſuch as peremptzrily exchuded in. | 

fants;For it was the baptiime of repentancetor the remiflion of finnes: Marc. 1-4. 
be required contefhion of frnnes, &repentance of them that hebaptized,Mar. z.6—1 1. 
compared with Luk-7: 29. 30.0therwiſe he-wauld not baptiſe them: & therfor Chr 
doctryne 15 the ſame with Lohns, Mar. r.15,both theiby hignified vpto their hearers. . 
that wioſovever would be baptized & enter into the Kmgdomeot GoJ,mult repent 
8 beleeve the goſpel; For being nat regenerate{though-they were ewes, & begot-- 
ten of Faithful parents )yetthey cou'd nor enter into-theKingdowe of God,Toh.z.. 
3+5-& heer it would bee conſidered vnto whome Chriſt & lohn Baptiſt oncactes 
did he not preach vnto. the lewes theLords owne holy people: 8 yet he ſaid repent - 
& beleeve: & required ot them, amendement of life: Now if they had'been truly re=. 
generace in-their comunion:4s is pleaded, lohn needed not thus have preached, nor 
Chyiſt have required ſuch conditions of them , bur onely they might in few-words 
have faidicome you Faithful & belceving lexes, vou 8 all your infants be baptized: 

- at once: For bapriſmeis for circumcifion;bur lohn faith-, think net to ſay-you.have 
Abraham to your Father; 8. Chrilt ſaith, youare of your Father the Devil : & lohn:: | 
fatth;che Lord wil purge his foore' : wherby it is evident that the lewes were not. Þ}. 
Faithful in.their communion: & that they perceaved plainly that ſeing repentance-- * 
& Faith were required by Iohn-& Chyiiſt particularly, whick muſt bee declared by- : 
conteflon , therefore it was inyayne for them to offer-their infants whom they - - 
_ lohe & Chritt would not _baptiſe, but excluded from. baptiſme by their-- ? 

octryne. | 
Againe, wheras you ſay ther 1sno mention-made that Chriſts Diſciples were bap- 
ezzed, & yet it were boldnes to affirme they werenot baptized; & foal Chriſts & 
lohns actions are not written but only the fumme:8& therfor though it benot men-. 
cionedthat infants were baptized, yer in-the ſummeir:may be collected they were: - 

I anfivere, for the Diſciples of Chritt it is plaine they were baptized;[oh.4.1.8 loh, 

- 2+35-40-& for the ſumming &'particularizing of al lohn Baprilts or Chriſts ations;;, 
Hay it was not necdtullto tet downe the particulars but the kinds..; & if ther had. 
bran any corhmaundenient or exainpke ef baptizing any oneinfanr ,it had'been ſuf- ©: 
Stent though ithad nor been mentioned how many particular-infants;bur as it fel * 

ouff- 1+ circumciſion. that one patticular iprecepr -was | ſufficient, though it - | 

-—_ not wricten how: many thowſand were circumciſed. , | fo likewiſe of bop- 
tyme.. T Sd aan arr TG» ec S rw 
'Finaly,for that youſty of the Evnuch,thongh'lintend jt not asyou--an«were i 
me thinks that ſome mention shontd.bee made of Philip to. the Evnuch, or of the 
Evnuch:to-Philip, his infants or childrery-being at home far-of concerving infanes:or 
@t.lealt of fog other that had infants;qr Ht Capeiſoberfons that had infants, :& 
vhac after:chis noaroer; What have yourany infants?leethem bee brought to bapri.. 
ih 2 2 measwc.l U] 
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me a5wel 2s your ſelvs!For they have title to if through your 'Furh; of thus, Fhave. 
infants T pray you let them be baptized aswel as my ſelf; or thus , do you repent & 
you $halbe baptized & your infants:but the-deep ſilence of infants baptiſme, yea the 
excluſiye condition of beleeving & repenting neceſſary :t o the Kingdom of God, yea- 
& the confethon of finnes. & confef{ion of Faith performed by perſens 'baprized, . 
yea & Chrilts'commaundement of making Difciples before'baptifme ', -all theſe &. 
many mo are ſtrong profes vnanſwerable againſt baptiſme of infants... | 


Mr, Rich. Clyton.. 


' - Thenexc reaſor is this, | 
2,. Bicauſe Chriſt commaunded to make Diſciples by teaching them 8-thenrs - 
baptiſe them , Match. 28, 19.. Iohn. '4. 1.. ' Bur infants can. not by” Doc- 
eryne become Chiiſts Diſciples .. And fo can not by the rule. of Chriſt 'bee- 


baprized, 
i LY Anſ{were;. | 


; FT je Apoſſſes were indeed commaunded to make Diſciples, & to cal ynto the- 
Faith;& tellowship of the Goſpel,not onely the lewes, but theGentils through our 
the world, Mas.28, 19:8 gave them power to preach the Goſpet, which before tad 
been pre:ched to Abraham, Gal. z .8.8& ro baptiſeal that did receive it : !8&-thws we': 
ou that Haithmuttgo before baprtiſme, in at fuch as are. to be'made Diſciples , & 
rought into the covenant of God:So went Faith before circumcifion:, Abrahans. 
'$i1l bcleeved, & after was circumciſed, & likeyiſe muſt al they which with Abraka- 
eater into Gods covenant, firſt beleeve. & then be baptized as rhe Evnuch, Adt, 8. 
37.Lydia-At.16.1 3.8 the Keper ofthe priſon, ACt. 16. 33, But when ſich have res - 
ccived the Faith,thenare their infants & howshold capablealſs of baptiſmeas Abra : 
hams Family was of cjrcumcifion,he beleeving the promiſes, Gen. x7.8 therfor it 15 
writtzn,that when Gcd opened the hart of Lydia,tharshedid atend to the VVord * 
that Paul preached, & beleeved,not gnly she her ſelfe.', hut at her howshold were : 
baptized, 8& yer is:ther 110 mention! of the Faithof -e Hogs them,fave of Lydias onely. 
& {0 the Kep. beleeving al his received baptiſme, & this is proportionable-tothe ex- | 
ample of Abtaham, whoſe Fatth'we firid ſufficient to intercſt 'al his ſeed in the cove- - 
nant,8 make them capable-of the ſcale... : 
2. Secondly, Chriſt 'taketh the ſame courſe{in giving out this commiſlior to his 
Difciples, Mat. 28. 19. )in-bringirgthe Genttils inroGods covenantthaetheT. tooke:: 


with Abraham, tor making his covenant with him;thart heshould be'the" Father of. ' 


many nations,&e.He did got firſt commaund.him'to be circitmciſed, but preached 
to him the goſpel or covenant. Gen, 17.1=8.8 nebeleey.ng was circumciſed & his-- 
howsh»19: So here is # cemmaundement \, firft; forthe publithing of the Golpel * 


to them that were notin Chriſt, & then for-baprifing ſuch as beleeved with'theire : 
_, Familyes-, for that is included m this Commaundement /, eſs had/not the - 
Apoftle baptized the. Panulyes- of. Lydia..,, &.0f theKep.'as before hath been: 


noted. | 
24 Thirdly, if childreyshaibe exatuded from baptiſme bicauſe they cannofb* ma-- 
; . B33 do Diſct+- 


% 


þ--y7 20M g 4, TP" they be exchus 


OCs by reaching 8 6 belooie. the 
© umn 4 «TP? r :Y? : EVE ,.Ch1 oe op 4:8 * mw ; TT 1 
. ded from fedLoan 0 that ſaith, he that beleeverh& 1s bapt Fave » Shalbe ſaved, 
faich alſo, bechar belecyeth not shalbe damned, Mar. 16,16.it thertor want of faith. * 
SÞeſufficicatto exclude intants from baptiſme:then Likewiſe che want of Fapth is ſuf 4} 
.Hcient co exclude them frem Salyation,for if the former be held tobe the meaning | 
:of Chytt.., , then mult thelarrer alſo bee graunted,a thought whereof is to bee-ab- | 
ſ £ 


: hord. 
: pre ruſe given by the Apoſtle.: z,Theſf. 3.19, Thar if any would not worke 
hee Shousd not eate ; -yetit any Should gather from hence , that the impotent 
; & infants should not care , bicauſe they doenor worke , this:were' to offer vio= 


cence; & to wrelt the Apoliles dottiyne: So Chriſt giving a general rule for the ma« 
[king of Dif Ciples, baprifing them,now to deprive the infants of belecying parents | 


« of baptiſme,bicaulſe they caunot. receive inſtrufion ', which is intended onely' of 


them that bee capable thereof & vnconverted,is to diminishe the cemmaundement * 


- oo oben like as hee that Should ſay,infants cannot belecve, 8 therfox cabmor 
1,:  Agane, that can never be the rrue meaging ofa Scripture whe it is expdlinded ſo 
85 it cogtradideth.other Scriptures, or any found conclufjon gathered out” of the 
Int, this expoſition of the Anabapriſts yppon this place of Mar. 28. 1s. 
doc 

:viteſt, 


#5 Ns. SR Tohn Smyth. 


"Next followeth' your Anſwere to my Tecond,_reaſon; which reaſon of myne 
+s. framed thas. -- 3 


'They that cannot by Teaching bee made Chrifts Ciſciptes, ought to be bap» {? 


Tntants by teaching.canqot be-made Chr,Diſcjples, Mat.28.19.lob,q.a, 
Ergoin fants ought netto be baptized, | Y 
"Your anſwer to:this argument of myne confiſteth in 4:particulars. 
Firſt, you ſay,that as Abraham firſt beleeved, 8 then.was cixcumciſed, & then al 
this houſhold receaved circumciſion with him; Soal the beleving gentils mult firtt'be 


ibaprized;8: then through ther faith al ther. howshold muſt'bee baptized as inthe .. 
+ cexamplewt.Lydia,&:theGaylors:family:of whole faith ther isno mention: made; as - 
s «+ 


neither of the faith of Abrahams family. 


To this fiſt particular-of your anſwer ay, that you erremiſtakingtheScriptures | 


Forwbrahams fair did not go-before his.circumcifton as 2 neceflary antecedent. to 

Þeftablish him amember:ofthe Chureh-of the 6[d Teſtament,bue as a 'necelliry pre. 
- ident,qxample,rype,or,paterne ofjultification;&.circumcifionin Abraham was apt 

a feate, of his-juiliacation, oref the everlaſting covenant God madewith'” him in re- 
(fpect oF Chrill;thetby-to eſtablishhim into Chrilf;(for he was in Chriſt & ſealed in 

. {riſt, apaoy yeres before , {bythe (eale of the Spirit; ) but Abrahams juftifi- 
i. | CO _ 


= 


3 a5. my formet .realons for the baptifing of infants , doe playnly ma- - 


Laſtly , genralrules muff beetaken with theire ſence'8 'meaning, Tr-is'a | 
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ation in vnarenmerfion-; was a type of the jultificarion'of” the Gentils who. are 
vncircum ciſed” 2”. & Abrahams circumeition airer his juſtification ſealed him-vpro- 
bee the Father of all the beleevers circumciſed $ & '6 circflmtifion; had a: rruple 
vic in Abraham ,one. genecall :&. rwo ſpeciall & particular: ; - the: two ſpeciall - 
are.theſe: : ; 24 0 ONO het abs cat EL, prong 

Ejrſk circumciſion ſealed vp Abrah,forme of juſtification ro be a pateine to. al the 
beleevers in vncircumciſtet:that th&beleeving genilsshould be al julttied by actus- - 

a) faith,as he was.. , | SA; 64D I UPD THECTR 2 a a 820 le 

Secendly,circumcifion ſealed vp Abrah.Formeiofjuſtification:to bee 2 paterne to | 


' * If the beleevers irfcircumetſian;that thebeleving eyes Should. be al; ultified by ac- 


tual faith as he was. nt of ARTS Y - - Fatt] 
hegeneral vſc of Abrah,circumciſion was common with him to 1ſmael &al.the 
perfons of-his family.8&al the cartial Ifraelites;vizoto feale him vp to the! old Tetta- 
ment, 8 to the obſeryation of the whole Law,wherby Chr.-- inthagyglogtsheold 
Ewe wi Was preached vnto the lewes , 1t being ther SchooJawy to redchthem.. 
Now for the place.Rom. 4.1 1.which Tam aſſured you wilground your affertis - 


vero, LRyg is -bothwfallely .tranflated,& expounded;for(te&en teacsabyttia)is vin: 
} 


y ttanſlaced which Abrah.had when he was yacitcumcized i.;& this I fay35;a fall : 
xttanflation:For thisis the-crie rwranflation,viz;tyhich'(is or was orghalbs) inthe voy - 
circumcifion:meaning thatcircumciſion vpponAbrahithe Father.ofal thebeleving : 
Geintils was 2 ſeale of juſtification to al the vncircuinciſion that; beleeve;,8-the =. : 
ef his circumcifion 1s his Fatherhood of the Faithful:8& the righteouſnes of faith. is 
not ſealed vp to Abrah:patticular perſon, but to-thevncircumciſed that beleve;: 8: 
that which-was ſeated vp inſpecial to Abrahawas his Fatherhaod,exprefidentshuprof 
juſtification:So that circumciſion in Abrah. wavto elablish him the Father at+the - 


' Faithful Gentils,8 his circurnciſion.doth teach theGentils} that if chew. wil partake 


Chrithey muſt by their atualffaith apprehepd'Chriſts xightequſaes, as Abrah..thei - 


" Father did,otherwiſe they canfor-be juſtified, & ſo Pauls iurentis: plainly proved, na- | 


mely, that at men muſt be juſtiged:by:faith without the works ofthe law; & this do » 

I confidently affirme to be thetrue tranſlation & expoſition, & that the comma - 

acceptation & . tranflatlodi”ofi chef. place '15.themorthes of this hereſy of pedobap- - 
f 


tiſtry, *4 $1: i £1 fo 


UG 55:32) | _ 
_ ©" "Againe, af the perfons.of Abrth:Bamily were not eircumeiſed;bjcaufe of Abrak: . 
* faith, but the raales,al & only the males, were circumciſed bicaule of the ſpecial, e&> - 


maundement of God: Gen.17.10,the males being aſſumed as types-for to-teach rhe * 


figuratively thermale Ch,& circumcifionofthe hart by him.& the females were vo 
- circumciſed as they were alſo put out from-being the matter of the burnt-offrng{far - 


the males only were offered in burnt-offring) ro Hgnifie that thoſe that had-ner the : 
male Chr.in them were not-fit eyther to be members of the church of the. new Te- - 
Ntam-nt;or to be ſacrificed vnto the L.Mal.1,14-pþutifCh.the male were in thewhi-: - 
ther male or female m Chr.ir was nothing: they-wereaccepted, Gal.3,28.”. 

Further yow-ſay that-as it was With A bor. & his family inciccumcifion,ſo zyas it's 
with Lydi2'& che Gaylor,$ theiv tamilyes inÞaptilme;chiris.npt ſo'.;. Tshewr the * 


_- diffccrneein diyers particulate... Thor: 
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+ x. iPheyiof OE Bt cprecept. 
 obediance ofthe Ca ORGnent 3. Genel, 17. :23,. /08-camnot.prove that the 
.wfans:otLycas8& tt Gaylors tamily were baptized vpon.partic recept,bur 
.only you-fay ir, & indeyour ts juſtifie it bythe example of Abra.family \ 96 if Abra. * 
_— be an example then you mult bring a oorxicully precept(a5 he had) for bapts» 
ung intants, - 12 755 218 | : 

. _ Tney that were males only; were-circumciſed, but you wil. haye both males8£ 
ſemales.baprized:chis is anorher diflerence, | 

> | 3. "They that were curcumciſed of Abrah.' Family, were -al the males being of 
"Feres Irs an, Ira were never ſo lewd & wicket periens :. So wereno: al the 
,perſorsof Lydias & the Gaylers family,buc only the belecyers being of yeeres ac- 

LCording t& your apinioni. 4 OA, TREES Rh 

-- © As Faich did notinricle thefemale'to-circumeoifien ., | & as infidelity did nor 

deprivethemale of circuncifiotninAbrahams Family.:So. faith.did jntule the female 
ito baptiline if the Family of theGaylor& Lydia:& intidelityan.che male did exclude 

;him from bapriſine:you ſee therfor that the proportion 15.00 alike berwixt bapril- 
_ The ſecondparricularinyour Anſwerto.this Arg,is,thawhe-ſame-order is kept 
t-Chr.cothiſfion Mar 8,15.i0 bringing the gentils untoGods covenant,as was kept 
with Abtalthe & al tis Family wer2 bronghtia by. circiicyſion,atcer the ol pdlprea 
ched:tohim. Genef. 17.48, fo Lydia & the Gaylor werejbrought into the 
Ow with ther Family ., & were þaptizcd atter che Gaſpell preached ro 

- 'T aufwer'; chat inthis particular thereare differences betwixt the one at 
iof Abrah. & theother of Lydia & the Gaylor,accarding to the cammiliien ofChr. 
Mac-s8c290) ft lt fn Kitt | 
"Firſt, Abrah.& al bis family by the Lords'commaundemenr,c2me vnder.the -co- 
wenant of the Old Teſtamene aQually,8c-the males only were circumciſ-diburChr, 
doth not commaund all ns of a Family in the- New Teftamevnt ro be baptized," 
bur only ſuch as axe made Diſciples, & al chega though they bee weamen as Lydia 


Secondly: The gofpel was only preached to Abiah.owne perſon by the. but in 
the Gaylors-cafe Paul preached the goſpel to al that were inhis howſe. Act. 16. 32, 
& ſo Chr.commatitdethto mike enDibIgerocowoe notAbrah. 
Famil rho Yong firſtcircupiciled afrerward were taughr.the Law being a.Schoel * 
anr:to-reach Chriſt, * -- LG. - > | 

"Thirdly,the goſpel was not preachedtv Abrah. .therby roprepareIm togir- 
<cumcifion,2s if therby it should follow that cixcumcifion was 2 ſealepf-the Goſpel 
or Neiw TeltamEar;for itis rot fo as Thave already manifefted-:bur :Chr.-m The new 
AFeſtzrwent commannieththe goſpel co be preachedto every creature, that is to E- 
vey particular perſon, that 1s to he admirted-inco che Church'by Taptiſme , 8&1 
Patil 61d ro the Gaylors Family,&+his-is another difference. + | 

The third particular in your ariſwerts this:argrmment is:,, if infares be excluded 
£24abaprifme for wau of faith byhearing uerword, then they Shat alfs _——_ 


re .cicunciled-yppos particular 'precept it, {| 


- 


 » 
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pil feccht'fromche old Teft;evena falſe ground, that ns was a ſealevf the 


PE TT IR, 1 © -  RichiClifton &IohifSfyth; pig.as 
Hdfromn falvation by that reaſon; Marc: 16. 16,1 deny it veterly?F6rChriſt ſpeaxech 
only offuciras ro whom che goſpel may be preached,which only are men ot yeeres 
. For when he ſaich go preach the Goſpel to every creature, he doth nor bid them 
; preach robeaſts,byrds, Fis hes, or infants, which have no earcs to heare , bur he bid- 
«deth them preach che Guſpel to every creature that hath an care ts heare,that is,to 
.al that are ot a docible age & nature;& then he addeth, whoſoever (of rhem chat * 
have eaces to heare)do beleeve, & vppon their taith be bapuzed shalbe ſaved, who- 
foever(of me that have eares.co heare)do not beleve(though they be baptized)shal- 
be datnned: now I pray you Sir, how doth this ſcatence incluge intants to baptiime, 
.er exclude them tcom Salvationtor how doth your conſequent tollow;S for intants 
I ay thac either they are al ſaved, taough they cannot comets faith by hearing, or 
that they arc'one ot the L. ſecrets, &ſo not to be ſearched into;S&thar the Sctiprure 
goth ſpcak on:y to & oi the that have eares ro heare;& 01 things vitible & knozyn, 
'& nat of tniags tnviſtole & ſecreat: therfor this particular ot-your answel is vaine., 
Your laſt particular in the ans wer to my arg.s,that general rules mult bce taken 


"With ther fence;as-2.Thet. 3. 10.that as infats or tmporent perſons though they ci- 


'not work yet may eate, bicauſe that ſpeecl 1s not duected ro infanrs, &c.ſo Mat.2* 
19.chough infants cannot be made Ditciples , yet they may be baptized, ſeing that. 
ſpeech 15 not directed for intants:& fuch an expoſition of that place mult bee give 
as doth not conrradict other Scriptures or necetiaty conſequenrs from: Scriptures, 
Wei Sirthanswer you, that firlt you contefle heer chat this place of Mat.-28, 19. 
15 not vetcred of Chriſt 4n reſpect of infants-that they Shotid be taught, & then 1 ſay 
*he never intended char by:this-place you should gatherthat'they should be baptt- 
zed'as you have-done in-your CO heer you do evidently-contradict your ſel;'as 
you ſee: & ler that be remembred of you wel. | 
Next | fay,thatgenzral rules shalbe expounded -with cher ſences : & as impotent 
perſons & iniants Shal eate though they cannot work {eing that is ſpoken of theſe 
that are able ro work: ſo infants chalbe ſaved though they cannot be baptized, ſeing 
they cannot by teaching be made diſciples:& this 1s not to diminishithe-comannde 
metit of Chit or-wrelt it fro the ſence:but-to make the eemiundemerof baprifing 
Jargerthen the conraunderment viteaching/as you do that wil have the infants bap 
ized that cannot betaught)is 20 ſeperare thoſe things thacChr. hath joyned, & to 
Ne 4 hi rs -Chr.out of joynt, & ta break the in pecces:8 woe be ro the 
{odo without repetice.Finally,F conſeſle thar it is nor thetrue ſence of a placz 
*that contradicteth either Scriptupe or tne conſequer; but thistfuh of the. which * 
"you blaſpheme with your title ofAnabaptiltty, doth not contradict eftherScripture 
'of found concluſion froScripture;butis agreabletothe-conftant8c moſt evider prac 
THe of Toh. Chr.& the Apo,{for you cannor produce an inſtice of an infant baptiſed 
*by any of chem}8: molt 2greable to al the precepts of the Ap Chr.& Ioh. for bapti- 
ns perſons confeBliag their faich & their finns: & you are diivento moſt miſerabte 
'Shifts, & moſt naxrow-ſtraights for your pedobaptiltry, which youſee cannorfiand 
withowur fcraping together ache wreſlings 8 pervertings of Scriptures whichyou 
:haye heaped rogether in your answ:your principal» foundation being a ſandy mole» 


P_ 


$0p.4%, Peffiges Deewixe Meg ES - 
_ . new Teſtament, $& that the covenant made wichAbrah.in reſpet ofChr.was mad. |. 
5 wichal hiscarnal infants, who wereal in Chr.Teſus viſibly in their byrth & concep=s. = 
tion by vertue of the covenant;which I have proved to bee manifelt vatruths , 88 
ſo you ſee your building tortereth & wil never be able te caduue the (torme... 


Mc. Rich, Clifton, 


NY Now followes the third reaſon. ] 
of 3. Bicauſe if intants be baptized, the carnal ſeed is baptized , 8&fo thefeal of the - 
Covenants adnmnniſtred to them, vato whom the covenant aperteyncth not, Rom. 9+-. 1 
” 8$8.wtuch 15a protanation. 

Anſiwere, | 

1, This reaſon ſemettvto imply,thar the ſeed of the faitbful.is part carnal *, &: 
part Spuricual, (t6r.I cannot. imagine that the Authar holdeth al the ſeed of the faith: 
tulco be carnal.& that the covenant aperteynes.not vnto any. of them , ſeing foro + 
affirme contradicts. Act. 2. 39.)& thertor bicauſe the Spiritual ſeed is not diice:ned. 
vntilic manifeit;: ſelie by outward profeſhon, therefore may not be baprized,leſt in 
baprifing them, the ſeal should beſet alſo vpoonthe carnal ſeed, vnto whom belogs 
nat the covenant. , To affirme this fuſt.is to deny that which is due to the ſeed to . 
whom the promiſe belongs, for the wickeds ſake, & ſo to injurie them. Secondly, 
this reaſon allo ſerves as wel againlt the circumciſion of the.jnfants of the Iſraelites, 
ſeing ag eight dayes of Age they could nor be diſcernedzw hetherthey were of the 
Carnal or Spiritual ſeed, &.ſ6 the ſeale of the covenir notto be adminiſtred.co the,to 
whom the covenant. did not belong: Bur as then the not diſcerning hereof, did no- 
thing hinder circumciſion to bee adminiſtred to aljrhe infantsof the Iſraelites , .no 
= naw canthe not knowing of the Spiritual ſecd frem thecernall, hinder-bap- 
rj Mme.. 

2, Touching: the ſeed of the fatthful,thus I conceive therofthar ic-is- carnall Se. 
Spiritual in divers refpedts,carral as they do naturally deſcend of their parents , fo 
are they al alike. in finne, Pſal. be 3- Spiritual, inreſpeR of the covenant. wherein 
they are comprehended witht heir parents. Gen,17.7-AGQt.2.39.in which regard al- 
fo, 1l the children of the Faithſul are ſaid to be holy, x,Cor. 7.14». & thus conſidered : 
Edeny the children of the faith(ul co be carnal ſeed;, 8 do affirme that to ſuch be- : 
tongs the covenant & the ſeale therof.8 though ſome of them in the fight.of God; +. 
be knownfor none af. his , yer to vs-it ſufficech for theradminiſtration-of baptiſme, | 
that. they be the ſeed of rhe faithful; &therforas the Iſraelites circumciled. all their 
children, (though ſome of them:proved ro be carnal afterward, as Iſmael, Eſau,8&c.} * 
fo-are wee to baptiſe al our.infants , leaving ſecreete things to Gad, Deuterons., 


29+) 29s, 3 

3; If this beſufficient to cleerevs'fromprofaning of che Sacrament-if wee bap- - 
tiſe them:chat make conſeſlion of their faith, bicauſe they fo doe, though they bee - 
not the children.of God,as'S.Magus, AR.8,13. then ic not ſimply. 2- profaning of 
baprifme,to adminiſter.it.to-chem-ynto whome belongs. not che covenant-,. bur to 
dacit cothemwhichplaintappeare to vs to bee withbut ; . Therforeit ne Bs 
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Ware take ypon him to ſay this or that iniantiis carnall & withour the tovenanc 5 
grace, it shalbe no protanaton of the Sacrameugfit be adminittred voto ſuch, ſeing 
we ought to hold the ſeed of the ſairhtul, holy, 1.cor.7,14.1t it-beobjeted(as ſome 
| have doneto me, that al the ſced of the faithiul are carnal,& fo to behe ntiltheyp 
-beleeye & make conſetſion of their faith. I anſwer, firſt,if they take carnal, as it isop= 
. poſed to-the children of promile-in Rom 9.8.1 veerly deny irforthe children of x 
.Flesh can never be the children of promiſe, Rom. 9.8. 13. -Theſetwolceds are made 
fo oppoſite by rhe Apoſtle, as'thatthe onecannever be the @ther. Secondly if by 
carnal they meanenothung els, but that natural conuption wherein OG <p. 
That hinders infants no more trom bapriſme, then it doth-thoſe that-can givean-ac- 
. chum of their faith, ſeing natural corruption remaineth ſtil.in the purett profeſſor, 
:Rom. 7.23 -& ifit bereplyed, that their naturaleorruption is norimpured to them 
that belzeeve,no more(lay Tis it to infants ,cls-Chrift dyed not for them, incither 
.could rkey be ſaved, dying whilſt they be yong, > .... | eb 
Laſtly;af Abrah. knowing that Ged would cltablish his eovenantte Haze Geneſ. 
37,19, yet circumciſed iſmacl, vſ;z4.8 laac knowing that God had choſen his yon- 
:ger ſonne, Gen. 25.2.3.with 27.3 3.yet circliciſed Eſau aswel as-Jacob, &-in ſo doing 
neither of them protaned the Sacrament: much leſle is baptiſmeprofaned,when ir 
35 adminiſtred to the ſeed-of the taithiul ro whom belongeththe promiſe, Atia3p: - 
And thus having shewed the weaknes of theſe 3.rexfonsagainitthe bapcifnig ofum - 
:fants,let vs.come tothe ſecond poſition which is-this. + | 


John Smyth. 
In the nexr place followeth youranſwer to'myrhirdArgum: which Arpum: '«f 


:myne may. beframed into this forme. 
Thecamall ſcedis notito bee baptized : 'Furthecovenant;perteyneth notre 
them. 
n'ants are the carnal ſzed;Rom.9g.8. 
Ergo infants are not tobe baptized, _ 5 
To this Argumentyou make Ardwreralſo mz:particulats, | 
Firſt, you exp>undmy meaninp;btr I can expound myne owne words beſt 2 & 
*therfor by the carnal ſeed? vndecitand al children borne by carnalyeneratis, what- 
Toever though theyafterward do beleeve:For they are carnal viſibly ro mee who» 


" Toever they beetthat doe not Shew their Faythbytheir workes ., that doe notthe 


Workes-of Abrah, yexthough they dye in theirinfancy, & are ſaved with the Lord: 
For4anrdftjudg according rothat which 1 fee, & which is:manitefted 2 8& 1 call thena 
«armtizsPaul calleth himſelfcarmal,Rom, 7.14. & the Corinthians carnal, 4,Cor. 
3-13.85 in oppofitiontothe'Spiritual ſeed, that one ſeed of Abrah. vato whame 
*the promiſe was made:Tal.3. 16.8: the Phraſe is taken fromRom, 9:8. where the 
Children of ctheTewses are calledthe children of the Eleshi&t Gil,s.z3. wher Iſchact 
& ſaid co bee borne afterthe Flesh,8: Heb.7. 16.the.commaunJement is called car- 


- mit: So Chiltren'borne of their parents nattialty are-carnal , ſuch were al the Iewes 


— 


Wants,yho we:c aſter the mannerof inael; Gal, 4. 23,Sheh are 21 cur iofants,, fol 
7 G 2 Ty 


pIg-46i 4 .'+ Paſſages bdewntt Mfrs 5 
our antants arein no better eſtate themeneniantsof the Jews; They were 3l borne: 
according to the Ficoh(excypr-liaacywhonyasincepebormeaiter the Spitje} Gai. 4+. 
2442 5.28. & {ay that the cavenant niade with, A vraftum tn 1eſpect of 'Chiiti cad. 
nor actually {eaſe vpporiany wintos tiieiewes in deed & truths - & the place Act, 
2a: 39: dock not provethar ic dun ls Horthat placeis:to be vaderſtood ot ihe.offer; 
et. C.h:i{t & the: New, Ivftamenc to alk beacainal Iewes & thier children, bu of the 
real exhibiting attoralehat arecaledonly ;80charetore] lay thatto, baptue infants 
$410bapt:zevhe canjliced; tor al.imrants are canals þcing conccayed-& berne in 
Enos, bang tre C lidroenot wrath, veitill ther Lord work ins work intherm , which 
Wiacnhe goth i K09oW Auttwhen Heeirwrought inthe by- the truites. according 
25 E 16:vyrimtews new meethy Faith by thymorkes;.; then daicl pronounce them . 
$1£Spuituailſced.of Abzah, jor-they #3bat are of Faith, arc bleticd vaith Faythiull 
Abravam; Flzerefore bathrme tibat Jniavts are por ba begetftecmed, ayiuaily vnder the 
pojciiion-of the uew Teftamenr,whmwtnew, Teſtament is vifible in the, viſible ordi- 
rance3 cher ot; why then thtyaredapided you wilfay-t Guy forbid ; doe you con» 
demne abrhc mend hat are -notol yaur Faith; & yet they are necrer condemuation 
inte ignent gf.the Seriptureta.you thenwiants;for Chrelaith that he that be- 
kvaku{{pcaking oftheta.that hearexhe goſpel 8&& donut beleye)shalbe condgay- 
ve bur the Soupyare tkachathys noughing-congerning thy final eltate;of infants, EX- 
ecptighbanths flbarionetihensl; This is my expolitien; © {4 
Now accoreing £6 your expo#gon;snhouldinternd that bicaule at _is not. difgers - 
ned which children are Spiritual ſeed which the carnal, therefor both of thenf mult 
be devrived of bapriſine,leit by givingHaptiftne (which you falſely cal a ſeale , & T 
therin ſpeak accoramg to your opimon})ro al,it sheuld.bee profaned. by the carnall 
Eed:webſuppoRt ghagnhus wore my-megeingay hat then;you except againtt this ex: 
poſition two things:cne that rhe Spirit ual {jeed;Shguld, be.njuned by. denying, bape - 
rijipeto it farrhecarpal ſeeds fakes 82 Freply by giving baptiſme.ro. all inditfe- 
rently, wee Should injury baptiime that is e6 bee adminiſtred only vpgpon them 
thit confefſe their Faith & finnes, that are madeDiſciples by teaching, : another 
ehing yon except i5 that this reaſon Should ,avayle againit circumcifion. ſeing the 
miles of 8. dayes could nor be diſcerned fo.bethe Spyritual fzed;,: & Linfilt char it - 
wazngt then-needful that they $liould be diſcerned to bethe Spiitual ſeed; tor-thar 
cainal feale of the carnal covenant : it was enoughyfor myeſlting of them with.that 
canal & typical feale,that they were che WRAY TS ſeed, &.thar they were - 
mge!ſraeltes or Proſelytes:& Shew rae in althe. old Teſtament , but clpeciafy wu : 
the inftitution.of circumciton that the Lord required any thing of-any pgzſon to he 
 Eis6mciſed, but to be a male;but now mm the new. Teſtament we having ghe truths 
of, thaſc rypes,it is plainly raughevnto. vs.firſt chat, Chiilt che male-rauſt bee. is vs,& - 
«that ther muſt bee circumcifion of the hajt,8& meortification of the Flesh", & 3. 
wee mal} attayne to &learneall that the Schoolkn:, of the Old. Teſtament ceu'd 
reach ys: before wee can bee baptized,for John & Chr.expreſſy require Fat h& 1e- 
pentancein-themthar arcto be baptzzed;8e Þ do mfinitely wonder at;you & at my 
1:7 ; & at the whole Fart: , . that wee Should notſee fo cyident a tuth al} this 
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. Rich, Clifton & Tohn Smyth. pag. 455 
' The ſecond particular you bring manswet to my reafon is adiſtinAjon ot the re+ 
ſpects of the ſeeil of rhe Faichful:For yon ſay 25 they are box ne of their parents they 
are carnal 8 imul:Pal.5 i. g.as they are vnder the covenant they areSpiritual, Gen. 
17.7.8 are called Holy,1 Cor.7.14. & ſo aie not the carnal ſeed: & ſo they may be 
baprized vswelas che Jewes infants were circumcifed though lome of them prove 
Wicxed atterward,as Iſmael & Elaw,&c. I answer } Firtt, your diſtinction 15 withoue 
warrant of SCr:ptures & I deny thutintants of the Fatthiul are ro be confidercd in 
theſe two-refpects;.c wacreas you bring tworplaces Gen,17.7. & 1,Cor,7. 14, to 
provethe larter part of the dittinction I nave answered-thele two places already $he- 
wing your fat{e expoſition of them, that the 1ntanrs of Abraham were noc in their 
byrth vnder the actual puil:thon of the Sdpodemne rt rne made 1n refpect ofChr- 
but'only vnder the offer of it, & that the intants & al the childre of the faithful are 
holy only as the wife thatis an.vnbeleeveris holy ; & fo this exception of yours i3 
frivolous... | 2 | 
The third particufar you bring in answer to my reaſon, is, that it is not ſimply 3 
profaniug of the covenant to admuniiter tie ſeale 6# it to tMm co whom ir belton» 
geth not:as ro SimonMagus, Act. 8. 13.but 1t15 then protaned when itis adminiftred 
to themchat are wicked, S&c:I answer,the Sacrament of baptilme is protaned when + 
it is adininiitred vppona wrong ſubject whatſoever it bee:as to give the LordsSups- - 
Þer to an infanr of tyyo yeer old: So to baptile an intane is a protanation:For as pro- - 
feſſion & con!ellion of Fayth Shall intitle any man co all the ordinances: of the Chur; 
& tirit ty bapciſine 3 So abſence of contethon of Faith Shall debarre every ons 
from-ail the ordinances of the Church in commanicn .; 8: although I: will not - 
fy that Childien are damned, yer I dare ſay char they are.borne &- dead in-trefpaſ- 
fes 8 linnes,& that they doe nor nor cannot shew any fparke of grace to mee-.,, & 
"therfor alchough | dare not ſay this or thatinfant is nor vnder the eleftion-of God, 
yer I dareſay thar never an infant in the Eartli1s actually ſeaſed of the New; Feſta- - 
ment wich is onely atteyncd by confeſton of finne & Faith +: For fo faith Chritis ' 
theryme 15 fulfilled,the-Kingdome of God 55 at hand 2 'repent & beleeve thegof-. 
el:Mzrc.1.15, &excepra mn ber borne againe hee cannot ice the Kingdome of - 
God:lohn,z.z- & Cariltdwellerh ingur harts by Fayth,Epk-3.17. . & as I cannos © 
deny bur that many intants are Setiedonn leannot lay which infants shat-beleeve - 
& conteti>' their finnes & Fayth;& ſo I know-not vppon which to adminiſter baprif- 
me: 8 I mult be aſlured'that they do beleve before I can baprije them,: for wharſoes - 
er i5 noe of Faith 45 ſtane,8& to know nothing tothe contrary,but that riie> db be- 
levve is aot ſuticient warrantforbapalme : yea & Idoe know-certainly tharleing : 
Faith c6:neth by hearing, therfor they do not beleve to me, yea thovghrthey could 
heer & did beleevethar ivnothing to mee except they canshew mee theirFaith by. 
their confeſhon. I ſay therf6r thatal infants are carnal to me. Rom.9.8-Forthe ApoRt. 
vi:5-ſaik plainly t2rro-be borne of Abrah;acording to theFlesh 15.nosto be borne - 
according to promile,or to-he 25S you ay" Spintnal , tor your dillinctionbefore yiag « 
rhatevery infintofAbrak: 8 ſo-of the faithful was borne Spiritual aswel as'carnal: : 
bur: heer the Apoſtle: faith diteMy*- contrary ro your aſſertion that: they rare : 
notall Cluldicn ot the promiſe & covenant , bicaule they are the Children: Thar: 
| go G..3; incallay- 


pages: Pollagerberwize Mrs 
lincally deſcend of Abrah. & you ſay ,peremptorily that al was 7 ey 
Abral.& the Faithful man are.chilgren-of the-promuſe &-covenant, & (o.to be bap- 
tized:1 deſire you with al your knowledg recancile theſe contradictions? & wheres 
.as you ſay the Children ot the Elesh are ſo gppoled ., that they can never bee the 
Children of the promiſe, 8& that therfor the Chuldren.of the Faithful cannot bee ſo 
called carnal:I answer that al the children of the Jewes Charch were borne aceor- 
ding to the Flesh, Gal.4.23=25.&ſo were carnal, & ſe.arc the Children of the faith 
ful:& yer as many of the Tewes were afterward regeaerate,& children of the :pro- 
-miſe though alar the firit children. of the Flesh,ſo many of che infants of the Fah- 
ful may prove:Children of the-promiſe by Faith;though at the firſt al are the chil- 
dren of the-Flesh.that is carnal:but 1 contefle indeed that Eſaw can never be lacobs 
& one ſo-carnalcan never be*Spiritual;& whereas you ſay , that carnal corruption 
doth not kinder infants from baptiſme;no more:ther-men of yeeresthat-makecen- 
Fefſion of tharr.Faith,l answer yes:For men. of yeeres confeſling their.finnes & thei 
Faith,declare the mortitication ot finne & regeneratien by the'Spirit , infants being 
borne in finne,cannot war. doe not.declaretheir regeneration at al-to-ys ; & ſo with 
them wee have nothing to. doe;& whereas you lay natural.corruption is -not im- 
;puted.to infants po more then to-men beleeving, let w/bee ſo,& yer you cannot den 
Fend-that-without the opinion of vniverlal redemption, & then I ſay, that if the in- 
:Fants of the Faithful being delivered fron:-theirnaturalcoriuprion may therfore bee 
:baptized, then al-infantrs shat be baptized-who are pertakers of the ſame bencht, eve 
the infancs of Tarkes:if you ſay no:Seing the infants of theFaithtul are only redee- 
ned8& yndenthe.covenant;then you condemne al the infams-that dye-who arenot 
\bome of Faithful parents: 8&-yer you cannot. prove thatthe infants oi the Faithtull 
-arevnder the aftualpoſſelhon of the.cevenant , which is only by. Faith , &-ſo:the 
i{cruple.ftil remaincrh.valoſed. - 
The faurth particularyow'bring im answer te my reaſon, is, that Abrah.circumci- 
Fel Iſmael, & Iſaac circumciſed Eiaw ., & yerthey kneiy that the Lord would.efta- 
'blish his covenant with neither vf them : -much more-may infants bee baptized to 
whom the covenant belongeth, Aft-2, 39.1 answer;thatthe.externalieale of that ex- 
ternal covenantwas:particularly injoyneU by.God to-every male, & the knowledg 
ef thereprobation of Eſaw & limael did not.hinder that-carnal ſeale:nor-diſanul the 
precedent exprefle commaundement of circumciſing eyery-male ef 8, dayes.old:but 
mov ſeing wee have no exprefie commaundement for baptiling infants , bur an ex- 
commaundement & many-examples tothe contrary ;that only -perſons made 
IDiſciplesby teaching, confefling their Faith 8&:theirfianes, are to be baptized: &-con 
Fidermg thar infants borne of Faichful parents arethe children of the Flecth,Rom. g. 
4Y. GalN 23. & are-not atnally vader the poſſeſſion of the everlaſting New Teſta- 
nent ,, therefore 'baptiſme which you call the ſealte , -can not admin- 
_ vppoyu them , & thre place ARt.s2. 3. hath off tyres roeceved Am— 
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Rich.Clifcon & lolinSmyrtk p23-of 
; DN The Second Pchtion, | ee. 
F KS. That Antichriltians converted.are to be admitted.” 
into the true Church by bapriſine. | 


| Anſwere,. | 

Xs thee former poſition-denyed the baptifing of infants, ſo doth this mnihilfares 
Chiat baptilme which wee have recerived in the Apoſtate Church, 8 ecſtablishech re- 
bapriſarion.& this alſo 1 wil shew. to be an error by proving the contrary , & them: 
ans were the reaſons herevato annexed, 

Fhart the baptiſme adminiſtred in the Apoſtate Churches ot Antichriſt, is baptil- 
me not to be reicerared, thus I prove tt. 

If the Apoftacy.ot Ifraeldid not ſo pollute circumcifionthat it ceaſedto bee the: 
ſeale of Gods covenant to ſu many ot them as repented:no more doth the Apoſtacy. 
of our fore-Elders,ſo poliute baprifine rhat it ceaſerh to be a Sacrament to ſo many+ 
of chem.as repented. ; 

But the firlt is true, 2>Chron: 3041 1. 18:21 .clscould not ſo many of Ifrael as came- 
to Ierushalem have eaten the Paſſeover,ſeing no vncircumciſed might cate theroks- 

Ergo,the ſecond.. 

If it be objeRtedthatthe Apeſtacyis-ner alike , then let itbe Shewed, that the- 

ſtacy vnder Antichriſt. did make. a nullity of baptiſme , 8 nor the Apoſtacy- 

of Ifraell of circumcifion: 2 For 1fraell played the harlot foo deepely , that: 
the Lord'denyed .her to bee. his wile ,. or: him fſelte. to bee. her Huſbands: 
Ho, 2. 2«. — 


' Tohn Smyth. 


And thus having shewed the vanity of your answeres to my reaſons againſt pe-. 
——— >, et vs come to your answer made to my ſecond poſition ; which: 
is this... | 


2+ That Antichriftians converted areto be admitted 
intothe true Chuwch by baptifme. 


4- Thefirſtthing thac in yoarAnswer yon intend to prove, is, thatthe baptiſme ad=- 


miniſtred in the Apoſtate Churches of Antichriſt ts not te be reiterated, 
And for this purpoſe. you produce 6, Arguments. 


Yonr fieſt Arguments framed thus; 


If the Apoftacy of Ifrael did not fo pollute circumciſion that it ceaſed to bee the 
{eale of Gods covenant to ſo many sf them as repented:no more doth theApoftacy 
of our forefathers ſo pollute baptitme that ir eh to bea. Sacrament tofo many 
ofthem.as repented. Is, 

Butthefuſts eruc,z.Chron, 30:27. 1821+ 


-" Þ: o the ſceond; 
wh = 7 Anfryer 


» 
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| er that the Apoſtacy of Ancichriſt is deepes then the Apoſtacy vf !ſraeft, 


for firtt Ancichrdtiansare nor called Iſraclues, but Babylowas, Egyptians, Sodomites 
«Genti's in the Revelation,wherby. the holy Spirit of wiſdom, giveth vsto conceave 
+that he doth account the Apoſtacy of Antichriti equal to Paganitme it ſelf : yea te 
; the very worſt kind of Paganiſme 
» -Secondiyg! declare plainly rhevifferences betyixt.the Apeſtacy of Antichriſt & 
'Ifrael,jn this,that Iſracls Apoſtacy did nort.dettroy the xrue.conſticution.of the churs 
'But Antichriſts Apoſlacy did rafe.the true Apoſtolique conſtitution ; For-the true 
-Cconſtitution of the Church of the old Teitament was of carnal iſiaclites or Profſe- 
lires circumciſed; Gen,17,10—14.Ex0d.12,48.49. & fo long as they retayned cir- 
-curncifion in the Land of Canaan,they retayned atrue conſtiution,though rheir A- 
-poſtacy was never fo great mthe worshjp,miniſtery ,& Governm ent,as 15 to be ſeen 
 Hoſ.4.6.8.12.therfor Abyah doth not chardg the liraclites with a {alſe contlituricn, 
þut declareth vato them their falſe Government,z.Chren,1 3.vi. 8. Thou falſe mint- 
Nery v{,9. Their falle worship, vl. 8.8 declareth the riue goverr:meorr, miniſte: y , 8 
- vorship of ludab.Burtit is manitelt that Antichrift hath not only ſet yp a talſe Go- 
*yeramont. of Prelacy,a taile miniiery of iireilthoad, & a falſe worship of 1cacivg, 
bur alſo hath ſet vp a talie conſtitution of the Church;For whereas the trueApcſta» 
4iqua.conitiention was of baptized Diſciples that conteſled their Faith & then finns 
he hathfoyficd inafalle-matter ofthe Church, viz;intanes: & petſensvnbaptizcd: 8& 
Toa falſe forme:for infants are no: mere capable of baptiime then is a foole or m:d 
Tan or Pagan:neithe: can they exprefſe any meure repentance or Faith then ſuch per 
:fons doe 3 & ſcing the:true jorme of the Church is a covenant betwixt God & the 
*Faithful made in baptiſme in which Chrilt is viſibly put on 2 8 that infants carmot 
xeceave the covenant which 1s only.done by actual viſible Faith , nor cannot ſeale 
back vnto the Lordctharkee is ttue,1>h, 3,33.25 God ſealcth voto them kis truth by 
;kis Spirit, Eph. 1.13.Forthe covenant 15 this, | wilbetheir God: 2.Cor. 6.16. & they 
-Shalbe al taught of God, Iloh, 6. 45. & $hal al know Got! from the leaſt vnto the 
greateſt: Heb.8, 11.8 -the covenant 15 this:l wilbe their Father, 2.Cor:6:18. & wee 
Shalbehis ſonnes calling him Father by theSpicit,wherby we are ſealed , Gal. 4:6. 
'Hence it followeth that the Church ef. Ahtichrift being conſtituted of a falſe mat- 
ter ., viz ? infants vncapabvle of baptiſme , & <t a falſe forme , viz 2 in- 
Fants vnable to enter into the 'New Teſtament by Tealing back the covenane 


yoto the Lord,&.confcnting vnto the contract, therefore they.can have no title to | 
-Chiiſt 6r any-of his ordinances, but are as PEI or Gentils in the Lords acccunt, 


Circyumcihon therforin the Iſraelites Apoltacy was'true circumciſion -, bicaule it 


_ zvasperſormed vppon carnal lſrachtes or Profefytes the 5gth day-: but baprtifme in 


Popery is falſe baptiſme,& fo in the-Loxds account no better then Pagan waning, 
Þe'ng adnuniſtred yppan infants 2 ſubje& tharGod never appointed to hapriſme! a 
Fubyed that is as vncapable-of baptifme as an infid&d,a-mad man, a natural! for le, ox 
any other 'ſubject.chat.cacnot contefle their Faith orſmpes, or bemade Diſciples by 
waſtructon. th EL We 

Thirdly 1 declare that Tirael was the-true Church 6f:God,or a member or part vf 
42 true Chuck of God chough infinuely. coprupt aswel as Indah in the dayesof 
| 57 te 
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- *hetApaſtacy, ſee Ezechie! 3.toro.8 Ezech. 16.turo; & Ezech, 20.28—3 r. & Ueror 


d 


_ thEpolluced-hands of the oh wah 


' + 3f ludah cecayned true circumcition in herApoſtacy when the L.calleth her a hartog 
Ezech,16.3 5, & the Apoltacy of Iudah is worle in the L.accounthen that of Ifrael 


-Ezech. 16,47—53-Surely the circumciſion of Iſrael was allo true,& Ifrael a true pars 
of the Church aswel as Indah;8 for the bil of divorce which ſome plead was given 


to liracl by-Hoſea: -Hoſz.2. Tay that was atter the paſſcover of Hezechiah which 
'-was 1a the ficlt yeer of his raigne, 2. Chron.29. 3.17.& 30.2.& the bil of divorce was 


givea the ixth yeer of his ragne, 2,King. 17.2 3.compared with 2,King;-18.10,' yer 


-- neveitheleſle Hoſea callerh 1{rael the Lords people atter he kad prophelicd vf the bil 
. of divorce to begiven, Hol.4.6,8.12,&% when the bil of divorce was given, divers of 


:Iſrael Ldoubt nor,kepr themſelves pure from Samaritaniſme,& retained-cucumcaii. 
-on,& came yp: yeeriy to Terulſalem eyen-til the dayes of lofiah,z, Chron-3 5:18.com- 


.. pared with z.Chron. 34.6,7.3—33.So that hereby it is molt manifett that.no':man- 


ner of flanemade the Church of the old Teſtament a faiſe Church, fo long as they 


. retayned circumcilion in the Land of Canaan , yea it they retayned cucumcifion 


though inBabyls, wherevpp6 1 am perſwaded that if the Papucy,or England, or the 
Greek Churches d:d only baptiſe men contetling thetrFaith 3 their finnes intoChr, 
the Soane of God;or into the Trinity, though they rergyned their falſe miniſtery, 
- worship'8 Government,& other ther abhominatigqns yetthe baptiſme was crue8: 
- Not to be repeated;as their circumcifion-was good notwithſtanding altheir-abhomi- 


nations & horrible Idolatryes, & fearful Apoltacy'in 1{racl. 
Mr. Rich. Clifton, 


Babylon in-Chaldea{which was a type of Spiritual Babylon, Apoc: 19%. )though 
>$hTy did abuſe & profan the vellels-of the L.Dan.s. 3.ycr d1d not ehiat make a null; 


- 


xy ofchem that they ceaſed any more to be the velk!s of the houſe of the Lor. bur 


' * were brought vp withihem of rhe-caprivity thar came vp trom Babel to Ieruſalem 


Ezra. 1. 11, Even ſo although Spiritual Babylon have proſatiedtheHoly things of 


'*#God,as baptiſme & the reſt, yet remaine they iti} Gods orcinances to al them that 


* Come out of her, Apoc, 18.4.xk returne to the celeſtial lexuſalem. E&as theſe veſſels 
«of the howſe of the Lined not ra beneiw calt;bicaule of Babels pollutin them:no 
more is baprittne to'be reiterated to the/pecople-rof God, bicaule-ir paſſed thorow 


Tfit bee objected,thar they that adminiſtted baptiſme in Babylon, were 1d 81a- 


| *ters,& had:no calling therto. 


1 answere: That they which cirtumciſed iri the&pollacy of Iſrael were Folaters, 
' & lafftanding in that eftate could not be fit Miniſters of Gods holy orditjarices, * 8& 
'ghar the-wantiug ofa lawful calling to adtainiſter the Sacratnent makes iort'a mulli- 
"27 therof, the citcumciſing of Moſes Sonae by his morher Zippora, Exod, 4;25.dorh 
'plainly teach. For as the Lord makes eff:tual his word tohis” 9:5 wendy Jmincers 
ming veto them,by the hands of a falſe'miniſtery,ſo doth ke baptiſme to al thie bee 
tvs, though adminiftred by them that have'not *a Lawful calling thervnto. The ſin 


| ©! che winiiter makes uot a nullity cither of the word or Sacraments, els thoy!d the 


ralkcagy 


> 
», 


p38.50-. Paſſzges betwixt Mr- . 
efficacy of the wore & $acraryents,depend-vpan Im that adminiftreth+he, wifich4 


15 not {o, tor both have their effeft irumche Lord, _ | 


If againeit be objeRea, that bapriſme was noe adminiſtced in the &poſtare Chur. . 
of Anticanft io a fit ubject.l answer that the chijdren in the, Apatiacy, wergas. fit - 


ſubj-cts to receave baptilme , "as the intants of liracll in_the dayes of lerobyzm 


& Ahad , wze toreceavecucumcition ; Sting the covenant of Abrahaw{atter . * 


the comming of C hriſt)belonged as properly to the Gents, Gal, z, 14-. as. Þ&j01E K I 


aidro theliaclyes, _ 
Fu | lohn Smyrh;. 
Your ſecond argument followerb-which is thisin effeRt. _ 5-2 
A$theBabilenians abule ot the veileb of the L.howle aid nor make anullity ef -. 

em, but they were vſed after the captivity,Ezia. 1.11. forhe Antichriltian abut 
baptilme cannot difanul it ., but it may bee, retayped, when men come to the. - 
Fayth;& it. needcth,nor to be tejterared,no morethen the vellels of the howſe 'of : 
the Lord be new cait, - HE 
| answer many things: Eirſt,this.arg.is an excellent arg. . for the r:tayning of idoll . 
Temples, the worship,governmeat, mimnſtery of the ecc{eſiattical altemblies sf, Eng- 
Rndif.it be ſaid they ; 58 never apointed by God,ſo ſay 1, that þaptilme of theys -, 
was never apainted by God:but 1s the deviſe of Antichriſt... | | 
Secondly,l answer,that the veſleis of the Lords howſe were his owne ardinaces, . 

& therfor need nat to be new caſt;but rhe baptilme of Antichr.is not the L. owne.. 


ardinance:whu never urdeyned ig: for you. mult djllingnish rhem thus: The veſſels . . . 


-o{the L.howſe vere ſubſtances framed by art into particular shapes at the L. apoin... 
tementbytthe haptilmzof the Lats acompound or.concrete ordinance or afton li -- 
miced in certaine cſſential particulars:not being a ſubſtance bur an accident in defini -+ 
tion now i Antic.had retained the eff<atial/parts of bapxiſme, Feonſeſke it needed © 
not to be repeated,no more then the veſſels of the L, houfenced to be new. caft aftet. 
the abuſe of the Babilonians;but ſeing bapriſme in popery & Antichriſtianiſine , is | 
notthe L. ordinance in the definition of it, bur Anrich, inyention : Therefor though :; 
the veſſels of the L.howſe may be retayned, yet baptiſme may nat: Thar baptiſme 38 ,, 
Antichr. invention in the definition of it, | manifeſt thus; The matter of bapti/me,8& _ 
the forme of bapriſine js invented by. Antich. go 7. its an inventionot antichriſt tm. 


* the definzeton: The matter of antichiiſtian bapriſmie is a carnal infant: The forme 15, .; 
wehing one into the covenant.that cannot conſent tyghe covenant : or baprifiny 
without a contract & ſealingtlie coverats oh boiſe for the L.doth net {eale tg 4 
the, nant , and the infanr canqot feale. teithetnd: As.] have mantelted } 
already in the ans werto the ſornisr argum. of yours : "Therefore the bapriſmre of 
2mechr.is in-che definition of it thy jpher deviſe 8f antichr;For the: Scripture deſcr 

beth &ue hapriſme which is the Lorgs owne ordinance thus: The matter muſt bee - 


The forme muſt bee a voluneary delivering vp of the party baptized into the: Name 
-of this Father, , Sonne, & Baly Sprric,by washing with water, Mat. 28. 19. Mats } 
3:6. Johu.4.1, AR,2u4ig.0 F:36-37, compared with Romane6.27. 8 _ } $ 

, RE x ; 20,0 I 2 


one that.confeſſerh hs Fayth & his fines » one char is regenerate & borne againe: 


5 


a 
7 


| -  Rich:Vliſtor'& TohnSmy th, | pag Fi 
F *2v. & r$.10, & Gal.z.27. & Roman,s.2—-6. VVherein" ther tmuſt be a mutual 
. | © Evnſentoc both perious-conmracting together; 8 tharthisis to,the forme of bap- 
: « tiſme recayned wn popery yer,teacherh plainly; wher they ſay. Credis?Credo? Abre- 
i 7 nuntiasabrenunto 2 -Which other perſons {peak tor the intant that cannot ſpeak, 
« therby declaring that ther mult needs bee a mutual contract of both the parties con 
3 tracting : - This ordinance of the L.thertor is abolished both u+the maiter & forme; 
| @& aduther (traunge invention of man is in the r2ime thecof ſubtlitured , * which is 

- not che L:& therior anullicy,& as ifthe Babylonians showld have tramed a-Temple 
4- - Jlear,arek, or canuleihick, aiter their deviſe , & given them to theipeople of the 
I-wes,they could not have retayned them & vicd them to VVership God w:th- 


] al:So-cannot true Chnltians retayne Antichnltian baptme whichisdevited in the 
> FF cdefinitionotir, : : | BEE 

- Thiredly,I answer;that if the Antichriſianshad bapriged perſotiSconfeſiing their 
ff fianes & their Faith into cthename of the Sonne of God, & the Trinity , it had chen 


Þ:entruc baptiſme though inthe hands of tne Antichiiitians,asthe- veilels of the 
l | *'L howſe,intheohands ot the Callees,& therfor needed no repetition , as theſe vel- 
4 ſelsneeded no new caſting:Thertorwe keep the Scriptures ftul though they abulc 
$ |  *them,&+theChureh, muuftery, worship-, & government *raughtinthe Scriptures 
though they have poluted-ch3; but their deviſed word;thatis their Apucryphayyti- 


'» tings & falſe doctiine, 8 their deviſed church contitting of carnal infants S&perions 
e. ynbaptized,8& their deviſed worship of the malle,& theirtdevifed miniſtery of the 
$ i ſacrificing Pieiſthood,8 their deviſed government of the Prehacy weabhorre,& vr 
*.: #terly reject,as the very deviſed Idols of antie. & we wil no more retaine the the the 
© *Shrines of Diana,then the Jews would thewedg of Achi:to lay we of his bapriſme. 
t-J - * And hcer you ans wer two objections. ; | 

d 1 ' Firft, thac chough the Amichriſtians that adminitter baptiſſe bee fdokters "ver 
t. | Ht miy bee rrue baptiſine aswel as circumciſion true by the Ifraelitesthatyyere 1do- 
S | Hatars:& thar the efficacy of the wordS8- Sacraments dependerhnorvporthe worth 


h of the miniſter : as circumciſion by Zipporah declareth, Exod54:z5. *I1 anvier; Firit, 
Ss what fay you to Ciprian' the auncient” Father +, & all the” c6unel of leaned Bbs, 
© | Aavho conctudet that the baptiſm? of Heietiques was I nulliry & decreed vt 
"1 


L. -baptifing- | ; : 

*, . econ y Ifay that the Iſraelites circtmciſion was ina true church8& intich.bap. 
SJ > tifme-1s ina falſe Charche tharss a difficiilitude. 

p: | Thirdly, know nothing The coftrary , but Zipporah might circittnciſe lier 


'S>nne, her-husband conmaudniiagtecr (tor where jsirfaid mal the Old Teftamit#r 
) 'that a woman shzlnot cieumwe)tor Moſes indeed did circumciſe though "Fippio- 
Fg rah was chehand of Moſes itheaAion,45'it is the Kings action, if the L. Chitnicel- 
<F Torofthe judy ofan aftite'do it. Fourthily I yee'd thit the Mimiter Shal nStrpreu- 
I *dice baprifine. if the b4>rifme bee the Lords owne ordinance , thts , if 'a Þer- 
12 "ſon bee ipveſted with bapriſme true in the definition: & yer you know that the'bip- 
& JF *tiſwe of weomen is tfongly queſtioned, 8&1 beleeve if would trouble youtoſariſfie 
6 *a doubt made of a midwifes bapriſme in England-, * that it ought tor to bee 
_ *repeaced., or -of-a Child daptifigg others as Athanafius did in [poit, {which 
& : Hz « Mex$:- 


" LOY _ Paſſage » betwine Meg - 
Woke Bb. of Alexandria with his Clerkes did approve } Whither ie ought: 


to bee repeated yea or nay 2; bur | leaye this point as being but oft ſmalk;. 1 


umportance, s 


The lecond objeQtion yon.ans wer is, that although baptiſine be adminiſtredin a-.. * : 


falſe Church of Antichriſt yppon aa, vatir ſubject, yer itshal not be repeated, no more .. 
then circumciſion ip.the dayes of Teroboam & Ahab,it being adminittred yppon ag; 
vnfit ſubject;] tay,as I haye ſaid divers rymes,that the ltrachces intants in ther de- | 


fection were the ſubject that God commaunded to be circumciſed, viz; the feed of } 
Abrah.males of 8.dayes age:So are nor the intants in Antichiiſtianiſme , both tor 


thar they are r-intauts, z.members ot a tal{e Church, z. The ſeed of vnbglevers which .; 
by your owneconteſſionhave notitle ro. baprilme:;& whereas you ſay that the co- .. 
venant of Abrah.an-reſpect of Chr.did as tiuly belong to.the Gentils atter the com-.. 
ming of Chr.as it did to the.[{raclices though buth in detection; I deny it;For the. - 


carnal coyenant belonged to the Iſraelites.the carnal ſeed of Abrah,gven in their pa- -F 
rents. Apoltacy,& the Spiritual covenantnade with A brah.jn reſpe& of Chr. did :; F 


never apetteyne.to the 1, Apoltate parents, z.much lefle co the mlants of them in -:., 
their Apoltacy, 3.no nor to the intants of rhefaithtul as I have alteady proved , &. 
Gal. 2-1 4,isrotto be ynderſtood of the blefling of Abrah.to come. vpon any of the : 
Geprils in their Apoltacy,but only being in Chriſt, as the words are, alſo vi. 7-& 9., 
but,the .externall Covenant was. made with Abraham & the cainall Iſrachtes. 
onely. vppon the condition. of circumciſion carnally vppon-the moles. of eige : | 


& 


daycs old, Gen, 17.19. , AE: 


Mc. Rich, Cliſton, ' , 


If the ward of Godpafimg through the falſe miniſtery of Antichriſt, was of force: : 
to.convert Gads elect in Babylon,the is baptiſme paſſing likewiſe thorow their falſe - 
minittery of force.to ſeale yp Gods covenant Futo them , & ſo conſequently nor to -- 
be reiterated. SI | | | | 

But the tit{tis trueApoc. 18.4.For in Babylon wereGods people converted, other. 
ordinary Miniftery was ther none, but that falſe Miniſtery of the:Papiſts: & thertor - 


it.is apparent. that God made thereby his word eftetuall ro all them that beleeve. 3 
Ergo 8&c, . | 


If it be objefed, that if God Should convert his people by an. Antichriltien mini- v7 


ery, it were togive approbation toa talſe minilſtery , & toreach that men might: 1 
lawfully vſcit,whichas abſurd: I answer , for vs to vſea falſe Minitery is valawtall, -- 
bur .ic-is.no more abſurd or yet any approbation of a falſe miniftery , for God to 
woerketherby the.good of his owne.peeple, then1t was his approving of the evill 
ſervice of Toſephs brethren ſeiling him into Egypt. bicauſe he vied theire Minitery, 
for.che ſaving of .lacab &. his houshold, tor God can worke good-by anevi'l . 

uMmenc., _ k 34 4 6 
Wd it: bee ſtif} vrged-,. that the- Antichriſtian- Miniſters had- tro; calling to 
| bapriſe ;. I ſey no- mare. hack the Ievves to pur Chriſt. to. death ; yer was- his 


ſutering awapleable; to; fayeall that beleeye ; 8 fo is the- Sacrament to al Gods s 


people, 


0 - 


{Lo - 


0 


| | Rich,Cliftor Þ10hn Smyth: RSS 
peaple awayleable to feale. vp falvation..vnto them. | £28539 


Iobn Smyth. 


Your third Argument.followetch whioh.is thisin effeQ., -. 
The word-in the falſe Munſtety-ot Antichrilt is .avayleable to convert : Ergog . 
The bapriſine ts alſo avayleable to.ſeale vp the covenant to the converted, & ſo need» 
not be repeated. | 
I answer: Firit the word converteth none viſithly to me p3rticularly known 2 So 
ca baptifme ſeale yp none viftoly co me;what they do borh m ſecreat theL.knoweth 
&. what the word dotlypenerally I know by that place Rey, 18.4.Allo what the bap-- 
tifine doth ſpecially I know, for God faith plainly whoſoever receaveth the bs | 
ofthe beaſt in his. forehead shal pet1sh, Rev.14.9—11. thismarkis vndoubredly bap- - 
tiſme wherby they are initiated into Antichrift, & receave hismark,as Chrilts Ser- -- 
vants in baptiſmereceave his ſeale vyppon them; (rememberl cal baptiſme a ſeale in.-: 
the concretg,or according to your opimon. For. otherwiſe I denyit to bea ſeale) ſo 
that Antichriftian Baptiſme ts rather a ſeale of perdit ion'to the Antichrittians, then 
of the Covenant of Salvation by Chritt;& therfor.it 15 to be renpunced.. 
Secondly, Antichritts baptiſme fale(as I have faid)inthe difinitio is none ofGods -- 
ordinance no nat inthe hnds. of the molt faithful minilter of rhe world: bur:Gods-- 
_word is the Eordsordinance,though in the mouth of the moſt vile Indas or Anti- 
:Shrifttan in the world,yea though it be in the mixture of a 1900. hereſies; So-that in 
this reſpett alſs it followerh-nor that though Gods.word may cotivert in popery; :. 


*therfor Atitichcilts.bapriſme may ſeale:bur ſtil you build vppon a alſ® fondacion as - 


"xe ce,aſluming that which is the queſtion,.viz_; Thar baptiſme in popery. is the--- 
Lords. }.. : | 

. Thirdly,l ans wer againe,that if. Antichriſt had reteyned the L:true bapriſme, as] - 
have deſc:ibed true l ſay in the definition, viz: That he had baptized perſons. confet- 
ſing their ſinnes & fairh-into the Trinity,orinto leſus Chriſt, ieshould not have been 
repeated:bur ſeing he intendeth in baptifme,to ſet an indelible character yponthem)-} . 
which is the muk of the beaſt , to conferre grace ex opere. operato'to the infants 
which he washerh,another promiſing &answering forrhem Credo & Abrenuntio - 
which the party baptized should himſelf perferme,.hencel conclude that he hath - - 
ſeq vp his owne idol of abhomination, 8 caſtthe L. holy ordinance away, having ef: | 
ſentialy deſtroyed the primitive Apottolique baptiſme:go his baptiſme.1s anullity or. 
rather a ſeale.of perdition to them that-retaine 1t, 

Thz.amplitication which you bringto this Aigument Lomit asa thing not- de--+ 

nycd, but:yeelded vntou that God can work by a talſe Miniſtery,evil inſtruments, 8 *- 
b1d meanes, but. hence it wil not fellow that we may. retaine the mark of the beaſt, 


' na more then-wemay. retaine the minijtery-of Antichriſt, the.Church ef Antichriſt, - , 


the Government of. Antichriſt. , *' | 
| Nc.” Rich. Clifton. - 
| 2 E: Thofs*. 


t* POS» .- +» Palagepberwi 6 Mes. : 

So Holy.chings which Ged by [> wmercify C9 kencs hath preſerved. ſor 
;: his Prone through the hands of profane perſons,atc tot ro be rejected for the Aus 
: 'thors ſake,Ezra.1. 11. Fra BY . 

But che Scriptures .& baptiſme hath Gagprelerved inthe popith afſemblies-for 

: the benefir of hs people. - >; [4 i | ; . 

; Therfor-not to be rejected for the Anchors fake, |  __ 

| If it be objected againit che. minar,it is not true baptiſme bur falſe, that is admini- 
; ſtred inthe aflemblics of Anticke.I answer; though it may be ſaid to be falſe, in re» 
. gardof ſome humane deviles wed imthe adminittrarion thereoi: yer is it true bap tif 
« MCin xeſpet of the mgzrer,lorme ,..S& Author-therof , which .caulſeth ir tro. have a 


£ Crue. being. 
| [lohn Smyth. 


Your fourth Argument followeth, which is this. DE. 
© Theſe Holy thy cwhichGod by his merci;ul providence hathrpreſerved for his 
cPcople,though the s,of piotane perſons, are not to.berejected for the Authois 


«Bart the Scriptures & baptiſme hath: Godpreſervedin 'the popish affemblics-ſor 


:;the benefit of his people, 
' Therfor net to be rgjetted for.the Authors ſake. | 
The minor you-prove.thus,faying the baptiſme though ſalſermreſpetof hymane 
< deviſes vied.in the miniſtration therof, yet 15.true4n reſpect of the matter , forme 8 
-Authortherof:& inyour answer to my-ſecondArg.you ſayzthe aitthor bf baptiſme 


: inthe Kingdom of Antichr. is Chr.the matter:warer:the formewashing withayarer | 


, incothe Trinity. 

| answer direadly,that if it could bee proved that baptiſine in the” Kingdome of 
. Anrichriſt is appointed by Chriſt, 3 that water is the-ttuc maiter of baptiſme,&'the 
; true forme is,wasking into-the Trinity, l would yeeld vneo you | but his vou'have 
; not proved, & 1 have already proved the contrary: 2: bur yer to deale. i[Smthing 
: more ſuily in this point-which 15.the mayne pillar & cheef cornet Stone-of the fon- 
« dacion,l ſay; 3. V Vater 15 not the matter of baptiſme, but onely:the inftrument of 
; baptiſme 2 For as fires tne wiſtrument of buraing, ſo 4s VVater of washing :the 
--marrec of burniqg is the ſewel'that is burnt, So the matter of waching 15 the party 
;wahed:For as.vee ſay accidentis effe ft incile 2 & the ſubjettis al the-marter of 
: an accident $ &asthe matter ofthe Church are the Diiciples or Saynres : The 
xmatter otthe Miniſtery are the Prophets. , ſo themarter of baptiſme is the*per- 


-ſons,vppen whome bapriſme is conterred .,*& on whome iris. le is falſe therfor - 


which you affirme that water is the matter ofbaptiſme. 2. | ſay that waching'1nco 
che Name of the Father, Sunne,8& Holy Gholſt,is not the forme of Baptifme”: * For 
«to washa Turk , lew , Foole ,,mad Man , orinfant into the Trinity is not 
_ +tene daptiſme 5 bucit we:efo. , if fimply rs baptize into tlie Trinity were tire 
forme of bapriſme : Therefgre-to baptiſethe true matter into the true Fayth, or 
:$o.Ch.ilt., orthe New .Teltameut', orthe Triagy ., or into the true body, 
- #25 
; — al 
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Wy Rich.Clifeon & lohn Sthyth. - 
& rlierre forme of baptiſine 2. So that the true matcer of baptiſmeis a new crea- 
cure 7 onexegenerate. 2 a confefior. . A5 the truematterot circumcifion was 2 
male of eigt dayevold eyrher4ineally deſcending of Avraham, -or a Profelite 2 So, 
the true matter of baptiſme is a perſo:. chat 15 ot the Fayth of Abraham , one that 


pig.s5: 


hach-the maſc Chrift formed in him: The true foine of bapriſme colilteth.in three. 
thiogs,(1.)washing with water, (2, ) a new Creature, (3.) into the Name of. Chr. | 


or into the Trinity,for I think wee are notyed to forme.of words, & ſoil antichr, 


hath washed any, ſay;F wil fisver conſent thac they Shalbe rebaprized-, ; but. hold - 


that Anabaprtiftery truc herely, | 


Bur if an infant that is not-thermatter of baptiſine 1,7 ora wicked man-, mad - 


man , foale-, Turk, or Tew-, or-any; Pagan bee. washed with: water. into the 
Trinity , 1 ſay ther 1s neyther crue mateer nor forme. of baptiſme , & Chriſt. is 
not the author thereef -: 8 thertor the bapriſine of antichuult is not Chriſts ,, bur 


his owne.,. & ſo att infants baptizedby antichnſtare ccyther vnbaptized or have - 


the marke of the bealt ,, 8p areta.renounceit , . &. to: receave: Chrilts marks 
of bapriſme , orels woe dee to them 2 & when they Shall manifeſt a new crea- 


ture , &: Chritth2 male is formed inches, & they conſeſſe with-theis meuth - - 


&then be baptized into the Trinity , thisis not anabapriltery , bur. the true 
p.imitive Apoltslique- Baptiſine /, & ſo-Chriſt ,, lohn-,- Chritts: Apoſtles were 
anabapriſts with you Sir -2 For they baptized men that had heen wasked -befare 2 
thouſand tymes with the lewes baptilines,, Heb. 5. 10. - which baptiſmes were 
atfo into-the Meffias- ( no dowbr } .in thoſethar ſaw the ead. off choſe Figures; 


But if it bee blaſphemy to fay that Chriſt , Iohn , & the Apoſtles were Anar- - 


bapttits ', though they were of tymes ſome of them baptized.into the: Meſhah in -: 


Type. ,  bicauſe they were onely once baptized truly & indeed 2 So $ hal-it bee. - 
. *blaſphemy in all chem char call the true- Chriſtians anabaprilts :, that .baptize. new - 


Erextures once: onely into.Chritt.., though baptized before by .antichriſt in theis. 


infancy when they knew.not the right hand fromahe left., or what anew crea» *- 


ture , or the Nei Teſtament , or Chrift ,, or Baptiſme ,, orany thing els was: - 
Wenee - therefore 1 conclude wvadenyably: that ſeing Popish- baptiime hath. a falſe - 


matter-, &atalle torme.; therefore it is-antichrilts-Idollaſmuch-as a falſe Minis 


ſtery ,, &-afalſe Church s ; &. fo-the Lord is not the author of it..; & therevpy - 


pon though the Scriptures &. Gods: word hee retayned: by - Gods ptovidence & 
11 the-word-allthe Holy-chings-.of Gad-, through Popery : yet in-thePopish 


—_ 


Ehrwchcy ther. is no-true Church- , Mmiſtery. ,, VVorship ,; or Governmen, } . 


aor true Baptitme-,  butrall falſe and Antichrifttan © 2 and ſo. to bee-rgjetted, 


y tts ans eres: 
i 3-7 0 Mev. Ricks Cliftor-- :. 


, 4 
« 


and the truth rybec aflumed out-of the Scriptures. ; aud.ſo this argument off .* 


If anvidhtifi ba wor the anchor of baptiloae,bur of ſome humane deviſes annexed, '. 
b, _ 


— SE 


1-dgc56. Paſſages berivixt'Mr, , - I 
Be do iu che adwiniftrition thereot ..3 -.thenarewee not toy 


pe ate Seperate fromthatrwhich 1s mans invenuon,- & liilto rcrayne; that whuch & 
. of ED” 7 | | ; | Ap LG 
- Bucto baptiſe wich water into the name of the Farker,& of the Sonne; & of the 
- hs | Ss ene Den from heaven,& aot trom Antichuilt, 

go, we ought not to caſt ic away, burthoſe traditions where with Antichriſt 
. hath pollured it: as for exaple,king lolias & betore himKk. Ezechias, when both the 
.Land & Temple were poluted)z.King.2.1,7.& 23.7.did not pul downe the Temple 
, but appointed rhe Prictts to clenſe x,who did ſo , 8 brought out al the vacleancs 
that > 3p found m the howſe of God, z.Chro.29.16.17.18. 8&.34.8,. For in-rc- 
; formacien of things, difference muſt be pyr berwene thoſe rhings,wherofGod is the 
. Author,& ſuch as are deviſed by man 2 Theformer is co be purged from all prota- 
; ation , & the.: things. {till-ro_ bee retayned. , the other-ro bee quyte abge 

;lished. Fhis rule, m all reformation--off. Religian ought ro, bee followed, 


* Tokn.Smyth. 


The fifth Argument followerh;which is this in effect. 
I : Wemult nor pluck-vp the wheare withthe taxes, Mart, 1 3.29, or caſt away that 
«Which is Chrilts, when we caſt awaythat which.is Antichcutts, 
Bur to Baprize with VVacer ito the Namewet- the Trinity is Chriſts-& not 
/Antichritts, _ . | | 
-- not to. caſt that away.., bur only the traditions of An- 
ru 


.Su did Iofiah & Hezechiah,z.King,21-7:& 2344.& 2,Chron.29.16—18. & 34.8. 
;not pul .downe the Temple, but clenie it,8&c.that wherof God is the Author mult 
tbe kept,& the corruption or pollution pur away: that wherof.man is the Author, 4s 
c Quite to be abolished: This is your reaſon. : 

I anSwez:; Thar as:when the BabyJonians had vtrterly deſtroyed the Temple , the 
Hewes built it againe; So when Antichiilt hath vieerly deſtroyed: the true Temple, 
:the true Church, then muſt we buildit vp againe, & when Autichrift hath deſtroyed 
;hetrue baptiſme,then muſk we tearceir vp againe:Wherſorſemg'as-is chewed befor 
, Antichritt. hath abolished chetrge baptilme of Chr.in the defimeien- oran the mat- 
ter & forme therof,& hath rearcd a baptiſme:of:his owne,it mult therfor be.abok- 
« Shed ;. & as when werdo renounce he falſe Chureh-or Miniſtery,wee'do not re- 
» nqunce that which is true in the falſe Church orMinillaryut onely the {alfehood 
{ſo in rejecting the falſe bapriſine of Antichr.we donot renauncetharayhichtszruc 
#28 it as-to-wash-with water into the Name of the Father, Sonne &.Hyly Ghoſt: but 
-onely the falſehood : And yer aswhenwee retayne the:truthanR.: Church, 
e-or Miniſtery , wee rejc& the Falſ6hood in them both , & ere&tborh a-new wwe 
eGhucch & Miniftery : ' Sowhen-weererayne the:truth of afalſe baptiſme -, : wee 
r reje<t the Falſehood & erect ..a true newSaptilme .  &-this is evident if you con- 


"*;$dep it; - 2 ; 
w_ ; Againe: 


. 
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N drag Feouokohene” 1 
. .withrhe cares;Mat.1 3-29, And to calt away that which 1s Chrilts with Antchre © 


| "tial, & the truvh only eo vis. & truth & falſcheod are ſo intermingled as we can 


RE © Rich;Clifton & tohn'Smyith; : 
- *Againe,ſeing in the falſe ba 


b iſme,church,8 mituttery;the corruptions a7 


q | -nor divide them aſunder,aſuming the one & leaving theother, ur we mult ncedes 


in renouncing the eſfencial corruptions relerve the accidental truths & iterate or re- 
;peate the accidental truthes if we wil have the eflential eruth which Antichriſt had 
abulished: Thertor necefarily we muR for having true bapriline repeate washing in 
>£0 the nameof the Father, Sonne, & Holy Ghoſt , which are but accidentals {tor 2 


1  Turck ſo \vashed is not baptized)8& once vonely wash a new batne babe in C rift, 


jato the -truth which 1s true-effentiall baptiſme which Antichiiltt had aboli- 
Shed , & which Wee onely reſtore & nothing cls ; & ſo. your -argumenc 15-an 


3 -ſwered. 
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. -Geneſ:t 7.7, & cannor.by the maliceef$ithan beecut of: no more canthe maliet 


a7 


EP 


Is oy s 0 %. 


Mr. Rich. Cliftom. 


As God hath made aneverlaſting covenanc with Abraham 8 tus ſeed, Gen.17 77 
*which through the malice of Sathaa & al his inſtruments shal never be cut of : fo 
hath he preſerved,both in the Apoltacy vnder the Law & goſpel;the ſcales thereof, - 
for the comfort of the Faithful, | 
And therforthe Anabaprilts jn rejecting that bapriſme of Cheiſt., whereof they 
werepertakers inthe Apoſtate Church; 8& deviſing a new,do bring in a new cove» 
nant & a new goſpel , taking vppon thento baprize themſelveswithour warranc 
from the word:For Lam fureit cannot beshewed,that any did-ever baptize himſelf 
Without fpecial commaundement from God,as Abrah. had for circumciſion, Gen. 
:27,9.0r lohn for baptiſnie, Marc,1-3.nor yet any others without ordinary orextre> 
_oxdinary calling.loh,q.2. Mat. 3.6. Act.8.38.8 9.18-& 10-48. | | 
; If it be ſayd the tymes -bee extraordinary. Ianswere,, the Lord hath left ty 
'ther example or ryle,or ground of rule, whereby wee may 1n extraordinary tymes 
AERIE warrant out ofthe ord ,, toinforme vs.4u any thing that zyee otzglt 
'£0- 


Y Tohn Smyth. 


Yotir 6.argumentis thuswmachin efe&, =» <> 
"That ſeing the covenant made-with Abrdtiantin reſpe of Chrilt, iseverlaſtinge 


of Sathan abolish the ſcales of Marcovenant voder the Law or goſpel, viz;Circumot- 
Eon 8& bapriſme. | 

1 answer by anfargumentvFlikenature,from Mat.16.18.framed thus. = 

the gates of Hd $t:limeverpervaile again(t ſhe Church then cher hath alwiyes 
'beena true Church,SeAntichritt couldnever make the charch falſe;& fs youef re 
Seperationttmyelinned moſt shamefully in calling-che Church of Antichult falſe; 
Wenmrprimum. Ergo ſecundum. |» | : | 

Tf my argument be not good againſt you of the Seperation for erecting a mvp 

<FChuick,no.more is you:s good agunitys tos acting new baptiſives This 15t0 ans 


Par e_ 


mvoras they ſay regerendo;Bur Ianswer wor. re folvendo thus:That the.co-- þ * 
veaant is fad to beeverlaſting not in reſpect of the viiiblereal exiſtence in the world: Þ 
nan eltablished.Church, bur in reſpetot che ftability & firmenes ot it in regard of .' 
Sathans malice which should uy abolish.. it., that.it.Should never bee zecovercd | . 
againe;For otherwiſe the. Church went into the wildernes;Revel.12.14.5 al natids . 

' weze made drunck with.the cup ot the fornication.of the whore of Baby!lan,Revel. . | - 
78. 5.8 ther was no Uue Church ineds depth of Antichriſtianiſme,8.ſo po true bap | 
tiſine, for can any thing be true inatalſe Church, but the Sctyptures & the truthes * F 
conteyned thereza?l deny therfor,that the covenant, Church or baptiſme was viſible 
alwayes:For it was invifivle when che Chuich went.inro the wildernes;8 ther tor as oÞ - 
you.when ther was nota true Church in the world , toek vppon you to ſer vp a 
tiue Church(as you ſay,but wee ſay a falſe Church)renouncing the Chunch of An- - 
tichr, & yet wil not bee ſaid to bing in a new covenant.& anew Goſpel. ( tor you 
in your falſe conceitednes wil reject rhem for hereriques ,. 1t ther bee any.that dare. 
ſay ſo of you forſoutlr);. So the anabaptilts(as you calthem)doe nowſet vp anew | |. 
covenant-&. Goſpel , though they ſer vpa new. or rather the old. Apolitolique bap- - 
tiſine-which Agtichrift nad overchrowne $..& whereas. you ſay they have nv wai- - 
rang to baptiſme themſelves,I ſay,asmuch as you have to fet ypa true. Church, yea : 
fully asmueh $-For # a true Church may beeereRed which is the moſt noble ordi- ? 
nance-oi the New Teſtament, then much more bapsiſme . :_ &zfa true Church can |; 
notbec erected withour.baptilme, far bapriſmeis rhe viſible{orme of theChurch, 
as Diſciples 2re the matter : Mat.. 2$, I 3. Iohn, 4. 1. Then ſeing you confcle 
that a-true Church may bee erected , you. cannot deny.. (though you doe deny 
winoppolingehe truth) that. baptiſme may. alfo bee recovered ;.,& leing, when 
all. Chritts viſible ordinances are lolt ;,. evther men muſt recover them againe , cr -. 
muft ter raemalone : if rhey let them alone til extraordinary. men.comewith.mi>. | . - 
racles & tongs-, as the Apoltles did,then menare fameliſts {for that is their.apt- 
nign)or if they mult recover them, men mult begjnne ſo to. dos, &.then two men : 
joyning together may make a Church (as youſay). : Why may they nor. baprtize - 
ſezag:they cannot-conjoyne into Chriſt but by baptiſme , Mat. 2S,- 19.: compa- 
redwith Mat. 18. 10. Gallat, 2,-27. but; it-is evident. that. all Chriſts: Com- - 
manadements mult bee obeyed, E1go , this commaundement of having 8 vſiag 
the.communion of the-Churche, Miniftery , V Vorsbip & Goucrnment ,. thoſe : 
Hol: meanes of Salvation whic!1 the Loxd of is mercy. hath given-vs with his co- | 
venant, ,, & commaynded vs to vie : 8 therefore if all che commgundements*: 
ef;God mult bee obeyed, then this of baptilime, , _ & this warrant is fufficient-for - 
alluming baptiſme :. Now ſor baptiſing a mans ſelf ther is 35 good, warrant--,.as for 

aman Churching hunſelf,.: For two men ſingly are no. Chuichy joynt!y they are . 
#Eturch,& they both of them put, a Church vppon themſelves;fo may two men: : 
pur baptiſme.vppon themſclves-2- Far as both thoſe perſons vuchurched;- yet have + 
powre to aſume-the Church gackof themfor himſel with athers-in communions 
Sg,cach of them:ynbaptizedihath:-powre to-afſime. baptiſme. for himſelf with «- 
wor ti communion: -* - And as Abraham &c Tokn.Bapriſc;” &all the Proſelites af<.. 
ap Abrahaus cxample,. Exod. 32446, did adminiſtex.che Sacrament vppon thery- - 
© ! 1s 1 RE 2 ana Rye; % 


"Rick.Clifton & lohi Styth; pig.4 


4 faves 3 Somny any min raiſed vp after-the Apoltacy of Antichriſt, in the recove- 


ring of the Church by baprtiſme ., -adminiſter it vppon himlelr in communion 


|. with others. : *Sowee ſee the Lords Supper is admimiſtred to a mans ſelf in com- 


. munion with others,ſo is Prayer, Propheſy, Prayſing of God vtrered for'a mans ſelf 
. aswel as for others-. -And asin the Old Teſtaments every man that was vacleane 
_ -» washed himſelf 3 every Preift goingto Sacrifice washed himſelfe in the Laver -ac 
. the dore of the Tabernacle of the congregation -:' which wasa'type of baptifine, 
the dore of the:Church, 'Tit.2.5. "Every Mr.of a Family adminitired the Paſeo, 
ver to himſelf & all of his Family 2 [The Preitt dayly Sacrificed for himſelf and <= 
. thers .3 a man cannot baptiſe others mmto-cthe Church , himſelf being out of the 
' Church. Therefore it is Lawfull for a man to baptize himſelf rogether with 0- 
.theis in. communion, this warrant is a plerophory for the practiſe -of that which 
is done by vs;Thus are your 6.weake reaſons answered. 


'Mr. Rich. (Clifton- 


"Thus having fet downe ſome reaſonstoproye that 'Apoſtates or Antichriſtiars 
: Converted are not to be rebaptized,let-vs come tothe examination of the »reaſons 
alledged to the contrary,rhefirſtwherof is this, | 
1. -Bicaule Churches are to -beeconflitutednow afterthe deſetion of Anti- 
«chriſt , as they were fiſt erected by the Apoſtles ; But in the conſtitution off 
, CINE the Apoliles receave@in the members by baptiſme, Exgo,ſe mult veg 
foc naW- 


Ne 5. Anfwyere, 


7, Theeftate 8 condition of people now is not aliketo the eſtate of the Cett- 
'tiles or Tewes in the Apoſtles tymes,they differ indivers reſpeCts: Firſt,all the p2o- 
pls then-both of Iewes 8 Gentiles never had bene themſelves,nor were ever of the 
poſterity of thoſe that had bene members of the Church of Chriſt vnder the goſpel, 
ſeing then was thefirſt planting of Evangelical Chuxches.but weare now thepofte- 
rity of ſuch parents as weremembers of-the Chuzpianted by the Apo.-els could we 


mot have Apoſtated, 


2F * Secondly,char people;which the Apu.pttirered into Churches were never bapti> 


2:d,& bapriſme.comming in-theſteed ofcrreumciſion, 8 being a ſeale of onr entring 
intoGods.coycnant,it was fit, thattheywhich beleved8: became the ſecd-of Abra- 
hz Should ſo enter into the covenat, they& their ſeed, as he & his ſeed entred, that 
is, as he & his werereceaved in by circumcifion:So they & thersshould be receved 
:inby baprtiſine, AQt.2438.41,8 8.38.but we are a people that are already 'baptized, 
-& the ſeed of theithar wer baptized, 8 had receved the goipel,&{although throuph 
Antichr.deceaveablenes, bathwe 8 they weretainted with many corruptions)yct 
had they or might have in that Apoſtacy, t& ſo'we alſo)ſo:mach faich , as thereby 
othwe & they might become the people f God, Ape 18-4. Y 


- 


F % , 
Job . 
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: pe-60. gt . Baſſhges:berwixt- Mr; "—_ I 
-" Andconeerning the conſtitution of the: Churches, here itistobe-noted;tharthB- 
- couſtitution of Churches ſer downe by the Apoitles was by the immediate direti6- 
of the Holy Gholt,& ſo ſerverh for acontinualrule of eſtablizhing Churches to rhe. 

end of the world, which torme or frame laygd downe by them,no.man hach power 
toal:ec or change, 1-Ccr4q. 14.3. Tim. 3.11.But thecaaſlituting of Chur. pow af- . | 
ter the defection oi Antich,may more properly be cailed a repayring, then a conſti- - 
wrting of Churches, which throughApoſtacy have bene ruinated, or agathering to . * 
gether of thediſperſed; hepe of 1fraell into ſuch formes or. shapes of viſible Chur- . 
ches(the paterne whereof isShewed vnto vs in the word): for (as betore hath bene 
noted) our ſtate isnotas theirs was that were the firlt conſtitured Churches,& ſoit _ 
wil not follow(as it is alledged)that the receiving in of members-into our Chur- 
ches neceſlarily muſt.þe by. bapriſme, as 1n the primitive. tyme ic was,. except onely: - 
af ſuch perſons, as. haye nat bene baprized. before. . | | 

AnJ herein I take it, lyeth the deceyte of this arg.that-it-putrtthno difference be - 
tween-the people of God comming out of Babylon, & them that came to the faith:: 
Fom-amonaſt the Gentils, equaliſmg Antichriſtianiſme with Gentlliſme , the one 
being an Apoltate Church , the other no Church-* The one.partaker of the 
word & Sacram; (though with much corupti6;the other-partaker of neither artall, 
the-oge proteiling Chcift & Teaching many truths of Gad,& ſo many as the clect 
therby. might come to faith; Apoc. 18.4. The other neither profetſing Chriſt,nor tea« 
chingany truth of, God,wherby any might be conyerted to Chrittyg& becomeGads .. 
people in the eſtate of Gentiliſme. 

And thus. having made plain? the diffetent.eſtatewf the firſt planted Churches & 
#ilr5-in. Apoſtacy. I answere ft:{t:That Churches now are to be conſtituted(if repai- 
ring be not.a fitter ſpe3ch)as in the Apoſtles tymes,8& that al fuchas are receaved in-: 
2s members, bcing vnbaptized,muſt be receavedin by bapriſme, bur for ſuch as were. _ 
baptized in Apaſtate Churches, their repentance 15 ſufficient without rebaptiſatis, . 
a5 1t-was to the Apoſtate Iſraelites, who vppon their 1epenrance & returning to Te- 
ruſalem-were receaved of the Church without any new circumcuſton, & therfore to 
adde a ſecond bapriſme, with the. Anabaptiſts,is ro Apoſtate from.Chr. & not te. 
entertnto his covenant. ; | 

And in that the Ap>5ſtles receaved in members by baptifme;they could doe no 05. 
therwiſe,ſceing the whole world was vnbapr ized;but ifthey had met with any that 
pefore had bene baptized into the name of Chr.as they thar receaved the baptitme - [ | 


of fohn, Se as we are, I make no queſtion, they did not,nor would not have rebap-, . -* 
:izetthem,& the:for the.concluſt5n wil n x-follow,that we are now to receave 1: * 
dy baptiſmg, them that are already baptized. . 


iohn Smyth, 
The nextthing in your answer is a ſolution of the arguments brought by mee to-- | 
pzove the truth: viz. | 
Taat Antichriftians converted are to bee admitted into - 
| | the trug Church by baptiſme.-. // | 
This trutk-of the Lords Þ have proved vato you by three reaſons. 5; The fift:: 


whos 
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whereof may bee framed thus... | Try: | BN 

FF  Soare Churches to be reftored:or conſtituted after the defeRion ofAntiche, 

b as they wete erected by the Apoſtles ar the firſt. 

But the Churches were at the firſt erected by bapriſme in their primitive inſti-- 

, tution by Tohn,Chr.8& the Apoliles. . Fa 

; Ergo: ſo are they now.to be reftored: 8 therfor the members are to be recea- 

"2 ved m by baptiſme as they were then. 

Sh As$in thc former point for bapriſing of intants you were compelled co runne to 

7 the old Tettament,&_ from thence to fetch the cheef corner ſtone of your building 

© viz:fromcircumcition; So in this ſecond poiat you vtterly forſake the new Teltain. 
of Chr, &.che.true conſtitution Apoltolique.of the Church of the new Teſtament, 

' . & ſer. vs againe to Schoole to Moles, as it Chr. had not þce faithful enough to teach- 

vs his new. Teft:but we muſt go learne the new-Teft. of the old Teſtameat ;. Chr. of. 

# Moſes: The Gofpel of the Law. 

And firft-I would know why we may notaswel with the Papifts 8 Prelates goe: 
fetch one high Preiſt from Moſes,a ſacrificing Preifthood from Moſes, ſucceiſon in .: 
the miniſtery from:Moles,& a ſucceſſion in the Church from Moſes , as a ſucceſhon 
in baptiſme trom Moſes; & ineffect youdo fetch a ſucceſhon of the.Church.. from 
Rome: For in fetching a ſuccelſion of baptiſme fromRome whichss the forme.of the - 
Church:8&.in fetching a ſucceſſion of the matter of theChurch-which is the ſeed of 
the parents baptized you of neceſſity make rhe Church: of Rome a true- Church: 
For if infants of the. Church of Rome have true title co baptiſme by. reaſonof the 
/ Faith of ſome of their aunceſtzrs or fortathers thatwere Faithtul, then are they the - | 

true. viſtvle matter of the Chu:ch:8 if by reafon of that title to bapritme, they re- 


= 


ceave crue baptiſme in ſubſtance as youſayin the Church of Rome then they have 

= | ..- thetrue viſible forme ofrh? Church, for they that have the true matter & forme of- 
atrue Church.yppon them are the true Church;8 ſo are the infants of theChurch * 
of Rome a true viſible Chureh in the conlticrucion & effential cauſes: therof ; & fo as 
in the old Teſtament the Church came by ſucceſſion of genealogiein reſpect wher- 
of they made ſo much accountof genealogies chrnal,Philip. 3. z=5., 7.Timoth. 1.4, 
So in the Neiv Teſtament the Churchcommeth by ſucceſſion of carnalGenealogie 
through.the Church of Rometo our dayes:& then as the matter of theChurch, viz 
infants deſcending of baptized parents is. by Genealogic,& the forme of the chuich - 

- viz: bapriſme vppon theſe infants is by:deſcem:8 rherfor the Chu'ch is by ſucceſ- 

* © fton:Fdemwand why maynot- the miniftery be by deſcent & ſuccetſionaswel as the 
Church?& then why 18 not the Church of Rome or En;;land a true Church;the mi- 
niſtery'obthe Church of Rome or England a true Miniſtery.8& 1o why may not you 
returne back againe into England,& take vp your former miniſtery , . & ranounce 
your Schiſmewhnch you have made?8#fo I heare that ſome are mynded to doe: & 
truly for my-part Ihwld itas lawful to-retaine the Church 8& Miniftery of Zngland, . 
as toretaine the baptiſme: 8 hen T Shal yeeld to the truth of the baptiſme-of Englad 
I'wil yeeld to the truth of th2 Church &mimniſtety of England 2 ' & I wil confeſle I: F 
have been a-Schiſmarique,& returne & acknowledg my error : but bicauſeT know = 
che miniſtery 8&.Chnrch of England is falle, therfor it muſt needes be that the _ 

; "$33: tins. 


J 


P36.62, ' Paſſages betwixt Mr. 
| OE which is the forme -of the Church is falle eſſentially? 8 therefore having'Sel 
;peatcd,altly fromthe Church & Mimltery of England tor the falſchood of them, 
. Inatilt ncedes alſo Seperate trom the bapulmewhich is talſe,tor the Church is falfe 
{bicauſe baprtiſme the torme of the Chutch is falſe ; £8 if baptiſme the torumne of the 
Church ot Englaud be true,the Church of England is. truealſo: You are:to:know 
;therefoxe {& 10 1 wis h you & all the. Seperation to mynd at well, ..& the.Lord give 
youu eyes to ſee,& harts to vnderſtand) . that all the old Teitaraenc wes carnal taken 
; from the.Elementes of the VVorld. ; thereby. to rype our & to teach them heavenly 
; things 2 & therefore their Church was carnal ratype to. vs in the . New Teſia- 
; ment a Spiritual Chucch .; The matcer of their Church was a.catnall Iſrachte; the 
matter ot the Church of the New Teſtament is a true Iſraclice in whom. ther is. no 
.guile 3 ,The forme of their Church was carnall cixcumciſion-acarnal feale. 'Ge- 
nel..17, 10=14. The forme of the Church of the New Teitaments the: circum- 
. cifion of the hart,a new Creatnre ., .the Holy Spirit of promiſe whereby.-wee are 
;fealed, which is manifeſted by.confethion & baptiſmein water : AR. :10.47- E- 
-pheſ. x. 13. Gallar. 3,27. &6.15. John 3. 5, Matth. 3.6. .Roman. 19.:9. AQ. 
:$.36..37, Ther carnall Chuich tn the matter .& 401me came by. carnail -Geneae 
logie,& fo they all af them were gendred vnto bondage viider the radimentes . off 
:;the VYo:1d vader the. carnal Teſtarzent or .coyenant ; (Gallat,4 ..24. 25. our 
'Spirituall Church in the matter 8 forme thereof 15 by Spiritual] {eneatogie ,'thar 


;is the Genzealogie of the Fayth of Abrahzm the Father of vs all ynder =. agg 


Nev Teſtament, .Gallat, 3.7.9. 14. Roman. 4,436.11. Then .parents m-the-cars 
.pall Chu:ch was carnall Abraham & carnall Hagar, & all their carnall parents \who 
according to.the Flesh with carnall ſeed begate carnall Iſmael! che type of thecarnal 
Ifraelites:our parents in our Spiritual Caurch is Abrah.Spiritual,{ 8 ai our Sprritual 


eparcnts)who. y the. word of God &by faith begar Spiritual Iſaac the:type of the _ 


.Ehildrenof promiſe atter. whoſe manner we are,Gal,4.22—28.Rom. 4.1921. 'Heb, 
XI-I1.t2,1,Pet.1,23.Their miniltery was a Carnal miniſtery by carnal genealogie of 
the lige of Aaron Sactificing Preiſts:vur miniſtery is by Spiritual genealogie. of the 

clection of the true Church that is, Spiritual, | | 
"Thus ifyou would compare the Ty pe & the Truth together , you shouldeafily 
.difcerne the ſandy Fondation of your falſe Church ruinated& your falſe 'baptiime 
quiteabandoned:who.continue a Church by ſucceſſion of acarnall line , '& a'bap- 
riſme by ſucceflion vppon the carnail Line through Popery ': 'VVhereas the true 
Chprch .15 anely by the Spirituall Line of Fayth ,, & true baptiſme 'by the 
*Spirituall ſucceſſion vppon that 'Spirituall Line of Fayrhfull men conieſſing their 
'Fayth & their ſinnes,w hich was typed by that carnal Line of the Old "Feſtament: 
you theictore that inrroduce acarnal Line into the Church to bee baptized, 'viz2 
-all your Children according to the Flech & that by ſacceſſion ſetch bapriſme-yppon 
that carna! Line through the Church of Rome into.your Church { following thc 
:prelident of the Old Teltament in-that-carnal circumefion by ſucceliion of Genea- 
Jogie) .doetherein vnawares make Kome a.t:p2 Church,your ſelves Schiſmariques, 
:& ſet vp Juinilme 40 the New TeRtament,, & [o are fallen from Chriſt , 8 are be- 
femeanciy ſecond jmaye of the Bealt never heard ofbeforc inthe VVorld 3 For 
: Mack 


MY 


MA 


| 
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fiich arc you of the Seperation... 

This being premiſed-as aground whichTearneſtyin treat you even'in'my beſt 
Jove vnt o you)8& al the Seperarion,efpecialy the leaders of them, well ro weigh & 
ponder, & not.to be ashamed rolea;ne of ther inferiors & Juniors;I come to Aswer:: 
theexceptions which you take at my firit Argument... 
 Theſumme of your. exception 1s this: That ſeing wee are the poſterity of bapri= 
zed perſons,&.the Iewes & Gentiles in the Apoſtles rymes were not ſo; Fheretore 
weeneed not aſſume baptiſme in our entrance into the Church \,. which: wee: had:: 
in our Apoſfacy , but wee may. emer into the Church: withour” rebaptizing 
25 the- Apoltate Iiraclires did.withuur recircumcifing: & fo we muſt. notin the new 
T<it, be framed according to the paterne taaght in the nevy Tet. in entering in by 
baptiſme,but according ro the paterne of the old Teſtam. & the Apoltate Iſraelites 
therein, &Cc... : 

T ansiyer divers things 2 Firſt , Tſay that the New Teſtament is as ſufficient for 
the direction. of al the aifaues & occafionsthar befall in the tyme of the New: Te- 
ſtament,as the Old Feltament. was for the occurrences that befel!' vnderthe-Old 
Teſtament: Seing Chriſt 1s as Faythful as Moſes: & the New Teftamenrt as perfect as 
the Old. Gal.3.15... & therefore.it.the Lord had intended to pur a difference be- 

tewixt the Apoltolique conſtitution of Churches,& our conlitituting-of themin re- - 
ſped ofthe perſons to be admitred into che Church , & in reſpect of bapriting 8 - J 
not baptiſiig or rebapriſing of tHem he could & would have done ic: bur feing u 18 
not done.in the New Teſtament, bur left in filence ; &:ſeiny the New:Teitament of 
Chr: is perfect & ſcaled with iis blood, you thar-pur this difference add-to the new 
Feſtamenr,& bring in a new. Chreſr,a new. covenant, a new Goſpel , a new Church; 

-- & new. baptiſme:& wo be to chemthatad tothe word, Rev.zz; 186 & as they zvyere * 
accurſedthat added to the old Teſt. Deut.4.,2,& 12.32.Somuch more $hal they be: 
ſiibjeA-cothe cauſe that add to the new Teſt.of Chr. Heb. 12. 25.inthis reſpect ther © 
for your anser is inſufficient, | 

S:condly,l afficme thit{a5 the Holy Ghoſt faith) the Antichriſtians: are in condi-i 
fion-equall to Pagans, & therefore as I have ſaidthey are not called Ifraciites or $4 - 
maritan2s, but Bibylunians, Egyptians,Sodomirtes, Gentills' :- but: the-Holys Ghoſt © 
knaoweth what & how.ro ſpeak : And thetefore as the: Babylomans , Egypraans,,, 
S>damites, Gentils washings weren: thing , no more is the: baptiſme: of- Antichri- 
ſtians-any thing : For the Holy Gholc foreſceing that che. Antichriftians-wonld a- - 
boltsh:the true bapti.me of Chriſt by baprtiſing infants; & fo by admitting into the. : 
Church the.carnal ſeed of the.Flesh--, wouls ike that Holy ordinance* of Bap--- 
tiſmg&ſoabolish the rrue conſtitution of the Church”; in heavenly wifdony for - 

ourinſtruction callerh perfonsApoftating from the true conſticution-of theChurch: : 
Babylonians, Egyptians, Sodomites,Genrnils, therby reaching vs that ke eſteemerh no- 
otherwuſe.of their Church or bapriſme, then of the Synagogues of Babylon ;. then : 
of the-wastiings of Egyprt,then of the worship of Sodom & the Pagans &' theſe-- 
comparifons will fir you-well againſt the aſſemblies & Temples of Antichriſt”, ang ! 
1 know no reafon that they thould*nae fir: vs aswell againſt” your: Babylo»+- - 
a8k, Fgyptians-', Sodemitsh; and Paganish: washings of infants _ 
9 thongha 
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6 though it bee done into the name of Chr, yet 15 nomore. avayleable inthl 
-Holy A rag teſtimony, then washing of Pagans,Babylonians, Egyptians, Sodemis 
.es Children. : 


Thirdly, wheras you ſay that repayring the Church now after-the Apoſtacy of ; , 


;Antickr.is a fitter ſpeech then conſtituring: herein do you both raxe your felves off © 


;the vie of that word couſticution;8& plainly fignifie that you incline to maintain the 
-Churches of England & Rome to be true Churches, wherin whither you dee nor 
Forlake your-firit faith, & turne with the dog to the vomit look you vnto it, Seler al 
indifferent men judg; bur your. writings .are againſt you ſufficient witnelſes.in this 


Fourthly,1 Ay that the lewes that:were converted to the Faith:& new Teſtament - 


of Chr.by Chr.luhn,8& the Apoſtles in your account were in a far better eſtate the 
. Antichr. For they(as you ſay)wereof the ſame. body.with the-Church uf the New 
"Teſtament,& their circumciſion was aſeale ofthe newTeltament(as you ſay)&they 
+Weten Chr.lcſus (as you ſay) & were washed I doubt not-many of them into the 
:Meffias.whoſe blood they typically ſaw in their manifuld baptiſmes & puritications 
«with-water:& al of the had been partakers of the word & Sacraments 1n the Chur. 
of the Iewes,&: why might notthey by Chritt, lohn,or-the Apo. be admitted into 
:the Church without bapriſme;if cherfor Chr. Iohn. & the Apo,would needes : bap- 
rtize them ., .& ſo by baptiſme conſtitute them into the new Teſtamenc-that-had all 
:theſe perogarives in your judgment, much more wil they haye vs to:confituteAn- 
#ichr.converted:intothe true Church by bapuſme .; neithercan youſay withour 
; great indjgnity co:the-L.ordinances inthe old Telt, that they.were-inferior.to the 
Laptilme of Antichriſt, RS. 

Againe yon wil needes have this to be agreat priviledg to the antichr. 'to be the 


carnal ſeed of them that.hath ſomryme -becamembers of the Church of Chr.in the<- . 


;new Teſtament, & therfor you lay that in ther parents or aunceſtors they [had title 
;tobaptiſme : Ideny thateverthe English nationor any one of our ,predecefſors 
wereoftthe Faith bf Chr.Shew it if you.cam;but we came of a Pagan race tilRome 
[the mothercame 8&-put vppon vs her falſe baptiſme;& therforalthough:the Roma. 
an plead this,yet England cannotplead #28 ſo-your diflimilitude .cannot hold 
:n chatthing:& our caſe is ſtmply Paganish. 

Further, you ſay that the repentance of Apoſtate Churches is ſufficient for their 
:admirtance into the txue Chureh without rebaprization, as repentance 'was for If. 
ral without recircumciſion:1 deny it, forthe Churches of Antichr.are falſe , & the 
:Church of the Ifraclites was not fſe;The Churches of Antichr. were fake bicauſe 
ethey:confifted ofthe carnal ſeed baptized whichwas not that one ſeed ymo which 
the promiſe was made ., that js the Faithful 3 "The Church-of the Tſtaelites4yas 
:tizte bicauſe it did confiſt of the. carnal ſeed carnally circumciſed, whichwas'the true 
conſtitution ofthe Church ofthe old Teftament : For otherwiſe if Cacl:had becu 
alſe bicauſe of their Apoltacy &Idolatry then ludah was asfalſe who:had in wic- 
tkelines jultified Samaria 8 Sodom, Ezech.16. 51. but indeed they were neither of 
ithema file ſolong 1s they circumciſedthemites-of 8,dayes old, but the Churches 
ff Arvichr growing falſe by baptiling the.camnal ſeed (Whichyras norchetrue ſeck 
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-of Abrahams faith)therefore are co bee yp when they come to the trut - 8> 
Cannot have Iiraels Apoltacy for the: preſident ; wherefore an Edonute or liraclite 
.comming.to bee a.p:olelite ot the Jewes Church that had omitted circumciſion is 2 

true Pretideat of the Antichnitian ApoſtacyzFor as they omitiing the circumciſion 
-of che males-though ot the Polterity of Abraham, yer-being Proſelites were entered 
into the iewes Church by .circumcilion:Sois it in the Apoltacy of Antichritt, with 
the Proſelyres of Antichnltianiſme;for ſoT rake it the Proſelyres were types of An- 
-tichriftians, converted to the. Faith, & admitted into tþStrue Church; 8&.the Iſrae- 
lites-were not ſo. 

Moreover whereas you ſay that if the Apeſiles had met with ſuch as we are they 
would have :eceaved vs into the Chuich vppon repentance without baptifme : 4 
answer,1ii ſuch an example had been left vs wee: would then have reſted jatiſfied, 
buc teing the Apo. haveleit no ſuch example nor precept therfor you are yetin your 
Apoſtacy,&: having not repented of nor torſaken your Egyptian, bapriſme are {tl vi- 
feperated,do fil recaine the-mark of the bealt,& are ſubjectto thewoe'thar rhe aum 
gel thucatneth to perſons ſo. marked, 


_ 'Mr. Rich. Clifton. 
; - Now let vs:cometo the ſecond reaſon which is this. 
z, Bicauſecrue baptiſme is but one, but the bapriſme of Antichriſt isnot tree 
baptiſine, & fo not that one baptiſine of Chr, but al.che members of Chr.muſt haye 
true Bapulme. 


2” Answere, 
2. Ther is but one Faith 8: one baptiſme, Eph. 4 4.8 therefore is it ſufficient t6 
'bee once baptized,as it was to bee once circumci{ed ; Secondly, That the baptiſme 
of Antichif 15-notrrue baptitme I graunt ., & doe alſo aftirme that al members of 
Chritt muſt have true baptiſme , & what then-muſticfolow:that now ſuch as are 
baptized muſt bee rebaptized, els cannot'bee members 'of a vitible Church 3 1deny 
t & doe further answereyr. That the baptiſme which wee receaved in the Apoſtate 
Church is no more Antichriſts then the word that v7eereceaved therein: For Auti- 


+ F;. chriſt did never ordaine anew kynd of bapriſme, but did onely polluce(wich his iin- 


* yentions)the Holy ordinance of Chr: & therefore it this baptiſme that wee have res 
ceaved be.called the baptiſme of Antichr,that is 20 affirme an yntuch,, ſeing the in- 
Nitution thereof was by Iefus Chr.who commaunded his Apo.to baprize al nations 
with waterinttheiname of theFather & of the Sonne,& of the Holy Ghoſt. &the 
ſame bapriſme for fubſtanceis ftil rerayned in theApoſtate chnrches & none other, 
Secondly,th's baptiſme may alſo in ſomereſpect bee called true bapriſme. as before 

I havenoted in my fift reaſon againſt rebaptization:; For 1.it hath Chr. for the Au= 
thor,2.it hath the true matter outward fipne orelementwhigh is water, z.the true 
forme of adminiftring the ſame;w hich 'is,bapnifingintorthe name of the Father , of 
- EheSonne,& of the Holy Ghoſt, alwhich is pratlſed ia the Popich Church, neither 
2% k BAY. 
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pe, baptized into the name or fairh ot Antich. but vnto tne faith 8 poſſefſi In of -” 
Chrilt.& rherfor our bapriſme1s the bptiſme of Chr. & to vs thac repent rxu@-: 
baptiſmc,&To conlequently not to be geirerated. . | 


OY Smyth... 


Thche next place you makeanswer tor 
Al the members of Chr,mult have.ct 
the new Teſtament. * £ 


t one true baptiline ot Chr: taught 1M » 


The baptiſme of antich,is not that one true þaptiſine, taughtby Chr;- in the . - 


new. Teſtament, . 

Ergo.: The member of Chrift muſt pre ebe baptiſine of Antichriſt ,.' but 
muſt rake the true baptiſme' of Chriſt ,, when they come into the* true 
Church. _ Ex wg Sh 


The ſtimme of your answer is:That the-baptiſme'wereceaved in the falſe Chur, . 


2900t Antichr,but Chriſts:l make answer,thar ſcing infants are baptized which 1s 
the falſe matter of bapriſmic,& ſeing in them ther is notthie quelton-of a- gvvd coy . 


ſcience vnto God, 1.Pet. 3.2 1.Nor the hait prigckleg fromanevil conſcience, Heb. .. 


10-22,which is the forme: Seing rhey cannot-expreſit credis? Credo ; Abrenuatias? 
Abrenuncio:;which is the torme of baptiſme.even the mutual contract berwixt God 


S.che party baprized expreifed viſibly in confeſhon;therfor the bapriſines notThr,, | 
bur Antichriſts,nortrom heaven but-of man:&-al that you object m this particular . 
35 atready ſufficiently taken 94yay in answer to you: 4.reaſon : Whither 4 trandated ; 


. that which is heer answered by you yppon occaſion cher intertayneds =. 
Mr. Ric - Clifton. : « 


The third reaſon. ., . 
Bicauſe as the falſe Church is rejefted & the true erefted, the falſe miniſtery for® 


ſaten, 8& the true received;lo falſe worship(& by conſcquente baptilme)mult be re. ... 


nounged, & thexrue baptilme aſſumed. -.. 


Anſwere, -, 


Firſt. I graunt, that we ought 'to Seperatefrom al falſe or apoſtate Chart, Apo.2 8.3 # | 2 
& to adjoync ourſelves. toa tiuc Chureformed according to the paterne o$ the As *-1 
p»lltles,z:alſo.every falſsmmiltery'is ro be forfaken, Matyz. 15.2 10.19,galai8.8&the | 


frye munſters of God to be receavedJers3,ng. 15, So did the faichfulin Irael fots 
Rake che falſe Preiſts (er vp by Ierobo3;8 returned to the Preifts. of the L.to-Teralals | 


2;Chro.z0-13. 3,it iS our duty likewiſe to renourceal falſe wor.2;Cor.6.14—417.E- b ; | 
12.3 0, 22:8 to wors hip the.L,as he taught vs-iy hiszword yg" & thus far dal approve | 


0; this reaſ9n,bue che conſequence 1 mult gdeny;viz:thaebicauſe falſe. worshjpis.to + 


be renounced, rieriou bapti mealſo.For-r:we are toconfider iwthar-baptiſine recea- -F - 
vedinapoſtare Churches yo thingsfirfl;thac which is of God therim. 2:thar which || 


is, 


e 


o7 y ſecond arg. which may be framed thts 4; ! 
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*& of man,that which is of God,is the ſu 


1& lohn Smyth, | pigats 
ance of baptiſme ,25 before-is obſerved, 
- yiz:the ſame mirter & forme that the L inſticured, & likewyſe the ſame end which 
: 15 the profeſſion of the faith oj Chrilt, & this is not talle worship,8& ſo conſequently” 
not to be renounced, ps engy 
Againe,that which in the adminiſtrationsf baptiſme is deviſed by man,are thoſe 
vnwairantable ceremonies of croſſing, breathing, annoynting, &c. theſe are to bee 
. Fenounced as vaine worship, Mat; 15.4.Now the ordinances orGod are to be purged 
from the pollutions of men,& not with theirpollutions ro be rencunced,tor it polu 
tion mighcwarrant inen to calt away with it, that which is ordeyned ot God 5then 
- mighe not the holy veliels polluted in Babylon have bene brought againe to lerufa; 
; NorpertcheTeple it [elie,that-was ſo.grearly profaned in the dayes of the ldolatrous 
Kings have any mote benc vied asa place of worsh, to the L. Secondly, l ansSwer that 
we have receaved a true baprifme in the apoſtateChu-as the people of God did cir- 


"Rich. Clifeon} 


« eumcifion amonglt che ten'trybes: - & therfor we may tio more renounce it., &.4ſ- 


\ ſure anew,then they that returnedrco leruſ.z, Chro. 30,11. might renounce theire 
c.rcumcifion, & be recircumciled, : = ET 
It is objected of fome, chai this compariſon houlds not; for Iſrael was a true Chu, 
: & therfor their circumalion was true:bur Apoſtate Churches have nothiag true, 
- Neither are the members-therot capable either of the covenant or {eale in that ftan- 
ding,& it is not true bapr1ſme to ſuch, _ 1; GEE 
This obje-tion4in part] have ans\yered before, & now answer further; x .that the 
Ifaclites tn-cheir Apoitacy were not a true Church,bur talſe 2 ſeingThey Seperated 


. fromlecuf.the true & only Chu.in the world, & erected a neiy Church & comunis 
- amonglt theſelves,joyning tagether in a falfe wor, & vndera falſe mimitery, 1.King. 
-12.39=$3::0,&18,19=21.& {o'became an harlot, Hoſ;z.z;Secondly inthe apoſtate 


Chur:ther be ſome rhings truein the ſubſtance as the word 8& bapriſme,though cs 


» xupred inthe adminiſtration therof by falſe miniſters;& humane deviſes: Thirdly the 
' membe1s of anapoſtate Chu.are to be confidered two waves, i.as they ftand mem- 


bers of ſuch'a Chur. Secondly. , as they are the ſeed & poſterity of their forfathers 


* Which receaved the covenant fet themlelves & for their ſeed ; & though in regard 
. of the formereſtate,they have nether tight ro baptiſme or the covenat(tor the holy 


th ings of God belangs'not praperlyto falſe Chu.norto the members therof conſt- 


« dered in'thareftate}yet everrto fuch members confidered apart from ſuch ſtanding8% 


FF --2s they are the ſeed of theirforfathers;ſo are they capable of the covenant & Sacra, 


& 


- & the ſame 15 avayleabl? to them vppon theirxepentance:For in apoſtareChiurtes 


God hath his peoplewhich are beloved for their Fathers ſakes, Rom;11.28. 8&"this 
apeareth in'thar he ſairh;come out of her tny people, Apo. 18. 4,8 to ſuch 1t cannot. 
be denyed, bur that to thery belongs the cordde. you whyles they are in Spirituall 
' Babylon, 'a$itUid tothe lewes that were in Babylon of Chaldea;bondage hinders 


" not Cods grace. 


But ſome may reply, that they whoſe Fathers were Idolaters & vnbeleeyers cold 


* Have no right to the covenant co be baptized chraugh the Faith of their Fathers. I 
-an5wer;the right that children have to Gods covenant depends not only vpotſtheir 


*Jmmediace parents, bur title therro deſcends ynto" them, "kom their aunceſiors 
| STM "WS, Wort, 


4 if wee reſi capt wittcy , even as mens:inheritance doe from. 
cheir former Fathers;neither do the members of an Apoſtate Church caſt ot al pro- 
fflion of faith,forſuch beleve the Scriptu;es,8 in Ch.8&c.though with al they pro» 
fe divers errors, & worship the trugGod. in a falſe manner, 


vixe: Me, 


It queltion be made how 1t can be proved that.the members of an Apoſtate Chu. 
Had forfarhers that beleved.I ans were, ftgannor be denyed:, ſeing that an Apoltate. 
Church.ariſeth not.out of a company ofinfidels (for then could it not be called A- 
oftace:ſeing that to apoſtate muit be in regard of the truth), bur is the runes of 2 
true Church,& therfor it mult needs follgw. that their fortathers were belevers, &- 
had receaved the covenant... ; 
Audthus have breifly ans weredtheſetwo Arabaptiſtical poſitions with theire 
xcaſons,as the Lor.. hath inabled me for thepreſent, wishing this labour might have 


bene taken in hand by ſuch as could better perfoxme it. & further 1 do intreate, that ' 


the truth(which I concend for),may nor, through my weake defence, beare.any.re- 

| hays that which is falt worthy, let it returne ypon my. head; 8 do allo earneſt 
y ptay.that he that hath thus written,8& borh he & theythat ſo practiſe, may.feri-- 

eufly conſider of that whichis done, &.glorify God by theix. repentance; Marchs- 


3 4+ 1608, 
Rich, Clifton.. , 
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In the next place you make answer to my latt argumen t which may bee framed 
mto this forme. . | 


As the falſe Church &miniſtZfy are rejected, 8 the contrary true Charch _—_ 
miniſtery aſſumed: So the talſe worship , & 1o by conſequent the falle.bap>- 


tiſme mult be renounced, & the true baprtiſme aſlumed. . 
Verun-primuar.. Ergo ſecundum... 
| Theſumme of your answer is,that we muſt renounce indeed the falſeChurch;mi.: 
wiſtery,8& wors hip ,., 8& yet may retaine the baptiſmereceavedinthe falſe Church, 
whach(you ſay)is true i-author, matter, forme, & end:Though corrupy in.;circum- 
france,as oyling,crofling, breathing, &c.repenting of thoſe coruptions, &nor caiting 
away.che true ſubſtance with che corrupted circumſtances deyiſed by man. , & an-- 
nexedt therto,s! Ce - ; 

Although al that ismentioned heeris already takemaway incthe former diſcourſe: 
yet itsha! not be amilſe to annexe ſome thing for turthe: cleeting of the poinr... 
Firſt, Ldeny.che popish-baptiſmeW» be.tcue:in the 4.cauſestherof as your affirme:.: 
2, Fhe:L.never inſtituced that infaggaghould:be baptized, 2.he neverordeyned.that . 
Pagans Should be-baptized;z .he never inſticuted that the carnal ſeed of the faichiull. 
Should be baptized: Therfor ſcinginfants that are nor the ſeed ofthe ſaithful , . but 
the ſeed of Babyjonians,are baptized by Antich.the matter of baptifme is falſe,1 the 
L.neyer appoinced thatrthie partyShould be:baptized. witheur his owne confeflion.. 
&ecaofct ro the coutract chacthe Linker. baptiſme;& therfor the. Apo. Peter 
Gith.chat in baytilme theris the queſtion of a good conſcience into God ; & Paull 
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Mich chxe whien the body iswarked wallhyre ware? , the hirt uſt be tk 


from-an evil conſcience, z,Pet. 3. 21.Heb.xaz22. therfor infants are baptized which. 


cannot Stipulate or contraGt themſelves vnto the L,therfor the L.doth nor contrat 
with them;for Chr.the husband of the Church wil notcontract in marriage. with 2 
bride or a ſpowte that is ynder age, Gal.4.1—4. z,the L.did never appoint that bap- 
tisme Should ſeale vp his new Teitament to infants ,. or that.infants Should by his 
baptiſme be admitted into the body of Antich,S into the Church, miniſtery,wor= 
Ship, & government of Antich.or that has bapriſme should ſer a charaQter indelible 
ypon parties baptized,or should give grace cx opere operato, al which or moſt of 


T*. whichare done in Antich. baptiſme;but the end of Chr. baptiſme is ro manifeſt vi- 


fibly that rhe partie confeſſiag his faith & ſinnes is ſealed by the Spirit vnto the day 
of redemption,that he hath vifibly pur on Chr. that he 1s mortified,crucified, dead, 
8& buryed, riſen againe, & aſcended with Chr. Rom.6,1—6.% Col.z.12: Gal.z,27.. 
Col. 3. 1—5.theſ& are the trueends of baptiſme inſtituted by Chr.; Seing therfor the 
marter, forme, & end of baptiime in the falſe Church is frem-man even from Anti- 
ch. the:for the L.is not theauthor.of this baptiſme, bue the baptiſme is antic. wholy: 
& alchough he vſeth the words, In nomine Patris, Fily,8&Sp.Sancti amen: as the pa- 
piſts do in ſprinckling holy water,in baptiſing their bels,8 as conjurers do in their 
charms, yet this cammot make true baptiſme,but rather is a moſt notable profanatis-- 
of the holy Scripture;even as 1t ts profaned in ther Sermons & dayly worship per- 
formed by them. 1 affirme thecfor againe-& againe that rhe baptiſme receaved in the - 
falſe Church is none-of the L.ordinance, but antichr,deviſe,efſcntially corrnpted, in? 
matter, forme, &end'or vie ; & therfor wholly to be rejected. with-the oynting,brea 
thing, & crotſing,&c. | 

Heer you endevour to prove that Iſrael was a falſe Church,bicanfe it Seperated” 
from Tudah, & bicauſe rhey-joyned together in a new-Church & communion, vnder - 
2 falſe miniſtery & worship, & became a harlot:wherto I answer that ſo was Iudah- 
a falſe Ch:when they worshipped Idols vnder every gree tree, in the high places::: 


' & if yourfo vnderttan4! a falſe Church, viz22meetings,or companyes of men-aflembled-' 


together in a wrong place, & to a wrong worship,vnder a wrong Preiſthood,T yeeld- 
Ifrael fo to be a falſe Church, but 1 deny that to be the true definition of a falſe C hu... 
for a falſe Church is contrary to atrue Church; now a true Churchis deſcerned in: 
the truecauſes eflential;& ſoa falſe Church is kaown by the want of thoſe true cau- 
fes eſſential:the true eſſential cauſes of the Ci. of the old Telt-was the poſterity of 
Abrak:or profelytes circumciſed:the-want of theſe things only made a falſe Char? 
$5 long as the Tfr2elites retained circumciſion,they were the true carnal conſtita:ted: 
Churcivofthe old Telt: &1frael'8& Indattare called harlots , not for that they were © . 
2 falſe-Chureſbue for the worshipping of Ged in{dols,as before the calves ar Dan 
& Bethel, or the tdols inludah,this is pfaineenough in the Hiſtory. $5 thar 1lcoclude : 
againſt you-that Iſrael was no ſalſe Church in the conſtituris, buthad a true matter» 
& ſorme;viz:circiiciſedſraclires though vndera falſe miniſtery,worship, & govern. . 
ment;as [have atfeady$hevwed in the former treatiſe... 
Laſtly, yor bringvs in a double reſpect or confideration of members of theChur- - 
af Aptich.1.25 they are members of thoſe falſe Chuz2.as they arethechildren of be 
| K 3; leevesg- 


ll .  ** Paſlagestlitwice Mr2'-! 7 | 
In; progeriit>is'who receaved rhe coveneforrhemfelvesBe their poſterity ith 4 
_ ſilt teſpect they! axe norvnder the coverſ@orſealetherof in the ſecond reſpect they” © * 
are vnder both,tor-the Fathers ſakeRome1,28:8 ſortheir repentance $haj ſerve theit* 
turmewhen they-come to the true Church without rebapuimg. 467 
- 'Taswerdivers things: firſt, Ldo.not deny but that mE may be:colidered twowaies 
vidtbly.as membersof Antich.body,invifibly as apertey ning to the Leelectzon,8&that 
s the meaning'of.the Ap.Rom. 11, 25, bur:Þdeny that hence i jolowethzthatifyhen 
_ they. come from their inviſible being inCh.po a viltble being; i-the exe-ralibleChug 
they Shal enter inany way but by the dore whichis baptifme: For wheas you inti- 
mate thac aman being inviſibly elect & beloved of God, & 1nvifibiy*having, tile te 
. the covenant &- holy. things otiGod, may therevppon fait viſibly enter tv the facde 
. Chu,by falſe baptiime,8 then vppon his repentance come to the true Chu 8&enater Þ} 
: Cherinto not by bap:1{me, but. that the.dore cf Antich.Chur:. 5hal open k:muhbeway U 
- into-Chr.Chuich long betore he come intro Clir,Churchgwheras 17tay you intimare 
vato vs ſo much, you-dv herby teach contrary to ourSawourt hrayhofaith that we 
anult goe in by the dore,& not climb vp-by-the window, & that wee muit fiztt bee ; 
, eaught & made Diſc. 8& the baptized intoChr.bur-you inthe:Kingdom of Antic. are +» Þ ., 
, firit baprized falfely & then made Diſciples flat contrary to Chrilts: commaundgm,  Þ- x 
- Second'y | fay:that no man is vnder the-covenant'or vnder baptifime foruhe paicts » 
{+ Aake:8& that is not the tneaning of rheAp;Ro, 11428-bnthis meaning is that tne £lect 
, ofthe Uraclites are beloved for the promiſe God made toAbrah.lſaac,& lacob,inre= © 
; $þe&t of Chr:not for that the children shalbe pertakers of that covenant”, bicauſe of F 
, ther parents faith,or bicauſe ofGods covenant madewith.the parents& ther carnal | 
infants, but bicauſe the L.clected them 8&-predeftinated themin Chr:to lite. & ſal- 
wationinviſfibly:8 Therfor 1 do confidently deny,& you are never ableto provethat | 
;thecarnalinfanrs are actually poſiefſed of the everlaſting covenant. God, maderwith 
Abrah. for their.parenrs ſakes:do you indeed think that God loveth any. man for an 
. other mans ſazc-or do you think chat God loveth not al men of his meer-mercy? or 
«for-Chr.fake?netther 15 1t the carnal line that is beloved of God for his mercy ſake or 
+for Chr.ſake; but it 15 the Spiritual lineof Abrah.thefaithtul onely 8 elect that are 
{beloved for the Fathers, that 15 for the covenant made with-Abiah. aac, & lacob, 
our Fathers in the faith:& {0 1t1s true thar God ioverh men-in-the falſe Chu. of- An. 
-For Abrah.Iſaac, & Tacob,that is forhismerciful promilemade to them:bur:whar is 
This:to prove that Antic.are beloved,& vnder the coveganrt, for their carnal line de- 
{ſcending froma beleving aunceſtor?qr ifthat weregranted how doth it follow that 
the bapti{me viſibly receavedin the Anmtich.falſeChu:is true bapriſme ſealing-vp the 
acovenant to them that the L.convertethinthe falſe Chu, Notwe have already pro- 
cel that the baptiſme is eflentially falte& none ot Chr-8 therforit-isthe:tharaGter | 
<ormark of the beaſt, openly ret ainedinthe forhead of al the ſubjedts of Antic. whs 
cprofelling themſelves.to-be of that baptifmedoprofeſi: thifelves rs be &f that body , } 
Sor of that, bodythey are of whoſe baptiſme they are, &of that baprtiſme they are of | 
«whoſe body they -are,1,Cor.1.2,r3Ephiaicy. Gal. 27 8: we have alſo. proved that 
etheTazue baptiimedothnoraperteyneto the carnillingbut onlvto them that are _ 
Gf Abrak faih,thar isadqually delepving to juitibcationzS chewing the faith of = 
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_ Mhthimby the works of Abrah. . Lallly, wheras you tecch the title to the covenane, © * 
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| prove for every member you receave in without bapriſine therby to aflure ye har” 
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_ the Chu.of Aſia thar did ſomrime beleve,z.1 deny that you expound the piace Exo. 
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to-bapriſme,for infants in the falle Chi.from ſome aunceltor belevinggs yen 
trons happily betvie acording to that Ex0.20.thattheblsheweth mercy to es. 47" IJ 
nantions of them-tiat love luny'l answer z.things, 1.you mult prove that ſome oft - 3 
our predecet{>rs had true actual jaich & were members of rrueCh.& this you mult - 


# 
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had titleco-the covenar & to baptitme by his carnal line: z.you mult by the fame -- 
reaſon.ceceave. by baprilme into the trueChu.{it you can come by the al the infancs -- 
of the Theffalon:ans, the.Epheſians,the Galatians, the Coloflians, the Philippians,& 


22: truly;Furche L.dicectſy doth require thac they vpon whom hee shewerh mercy 
Should teare him 8 keep his commaundem:8& 1 do vtterly deny that ever the fote- 
Fathers of the English nation beleved;& you can never prove it.For that which you 
fay.that ſeing we are Apoſtates,thertor it foiloweth that fomtyme we or our- aun- 
ceſters had tne truth, I wonder.at you for ſo ſaying;tor we are deparced fr6 the faith. 
of the Scriptures,nor from thetauh of our aunceitors, whomnever-a one of them at 
any tyme beleved viſibly ina-crue conſticuted Chu. Thus throughGods providence 
& blcſlingTI anrcometoa happy end of answering your writing; wherin I praiſe the 
Lefor his. mercy | have receved tuch aſſurance of the truth as that youScal the earth 
Shal ner be able to wring it-out of my hart & hands, & thertor I'defire your Sir,8& 
al the leaders of the Seperation ro weigh ſeriouſly even betwixe the-L.8 theirown © 
harts-vpontheir beds this which is written, | doubr not but I may errein-+particu-: - 
fars;& have reſolved to be vile befor. men in confeiling my erors,bur for the-mame -: 
- points 13 controverſy,& the caule] defend it is the mott vadoubted & moſtevident-: 
th thatever was revealed to me: & therfor as you luve the L.8& his truth, & the - 
le that depend vpn you, ſeek it out & embrace it,& reiilt it nor, butif we bee * 
m error,shew. vnto vs, why?shal-we perish through your defaulctwil nor the-L-re 
quire our-blood at your handare wenot your countrymen al of vs? in exile for the -: 
common truths, we huld our againk Anrich. Answer we: befeech you in theL:t.nay * 
we adjure-you inthe Lord: if webe inerroritis ignorant!y,&.of a deſire toſeethe : 
trath & ro-feare the L:Tnus hoping ſpeedily eicher to heare an answer to'this-wit-- - 
ting,or to ſee'yowyeeld ito the truth which I vateynedly ask of the Lozfor you my + 
countrymen,l ead.writing,this 24. of March. 16c8.. . | 
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Rich. C'ift on.-- If fougreply , Shew your ſtrength,;that we may make an end of - 
theſe \ncomfortable oppoſitiens,for it 1 ſee not weight in your reaſons, | wilbeſtow-- 
no. more:-labour, 

loh.Smych; Sirtther may be weight in my reaſons, & you happily either:cannst ©: 
through/prejudice or wil not through tome ſiniſter reſpect fe the wetght of them: 
] pray you benot. charmed by evil counſel, but eithershew me-my error,or yeeld te > * 
the truch:l Wouldbe glad.co be an inſtrumentof chewing you this tracheallo32- at © 
leaſt vou-by$hewing'ys our error shal diſcharg 2 good conſcience; If fou dornot aft 2» 
Sprer-among you al; Iproclayme you aze ſubtilly blind,&lad the blind after yow--4 
into the ditch. +. | : : 
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